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ABSTRACT 

The oversight hearing documented in this report was 
convened to examine the expenditure of $26,750 to produce and 
televise an appearance by the President of the United States # George 
Bush, at Alice Deal Junior High School in Washington, District of 
Columbia, on October 1, 1991. In his opening address. Chairman of the 
House Committee on Education and Labor William D. Ford argued that 
the use of Department of Education funds resulted in the potential 
politicizing of the Department of Education and endangered the 
working relationship between previous presidential administrations 
and the Department of Education and the Committee. In addition to the 
opening statements, the report contains prepared statements, letters, 
and supplemental materials th"..: were entered into the record by Lamar 
Alexander, U.S. Secretary of R cation; John A. Boehner, 
Representative from the State of Ohio; and William D. Ford, 
Representative from the State of Michigan. Also included in the 
report is the transcript of a detailed; question and answer session 
between Secretary of Education Alexander and several of the Committee 
members. (DB) 
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OVERSIGHT HEARING ON THE USE OF 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FUNDS 



THURSDAY, OCTOBER 17. 1991 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Education and Labor, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to call, at 9 a.m.. Room 2175, Ray- 
burn House Office Building, Hon. William D. Ford [Chairman] pre- 
siding. 

Members present: Representatives Ford, Kildee, Martinez, 
Owens, Hayes, Sawyer, Payne, Unsoeld, Serrano, Andrews, Jeffer- 
son, Reed, Roemer, Olver, Goodling, Coleman, Petri, Roukema, 
Gunderson, Armey, Fawell, Henry, Ballenger, Molinari, Barrett, 
Boehner, and Klug, 

Staff present: June Harris, legislative assistant; John F. Jen- 
nings, general counsel; Alan Lovesee, counsel; Patricia Rissler, staff 
director; Michael Russell, press coordinator; and Lynn Selmser, 
professional staff member. 

Chairman Ford, The committee will come to order. 

This morning we are pleased to have with us Secretary of Educa- 
tion, Lamar Alexander, who is here voluntarily in response to an 
invitation that I extended to him after conversations with him 
about the newspaper accounts starting with The Washington Post 
on the morning of October 2, where their headline, TV Technique 
101 With George Bush. 

That morning, we were scheduled to do important business here 
at the committee, but I couldn't get off the phone long enough to 
work because as soon as the Post hit people s front step in Wash- 
ington, the phones began to ring at the Education and Labor Com- 
mittee, wanting to know if we had gone to sleep, were we not 
watching the store, and those were the kindest things that were 
asked or suggested. 

We had representatives of the Department here that morning be- 
cause we were working on legislation and when I saw them, I im- 
mediately suggested that they contact the Secretary and ask him to 
quickly deny that the Department of Education was involved in 
this matter and the quicker the better so that we could put it to 
rest. 

Unfortunately, the Secretary, who is being kept as busy as Secre- 
tary Baker travehng from one end of the country to the other, was 
not in town and it was late afternoon before we were able to get a 
response that, indeed, the Department of Education had coopera<^d 
with someone in the White House in transferring the funds, and, 
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therefore, Secn^tary Alexander and I had one, maybe two, lengthy 
discussions of this matter, and I have a pretty good idea what he is 
going to say here, and I felt that he ought to have the opportunity 
to say that publicly and to respond to the concerns of members of 
the committee that already exist or might exist after he makes his 
statement. 

Mr. Secretary, I v/ant to also say in preface that I apologize to 
you for the fact that my staff told me that by this morning I would 
have before me a GAO report that would indeed say that the trans- 
fer of funds was legal in the technical sense of that word, that no 
law was broken by the transfer of funds. 

Unfortunately, our friends, yours and mine at the White House, 
derailed that for us. Last week, they told the GAO after the GAO, 
as we understand it, had received full cooperation from your De- 
partment and your lawyers and others contacted the White House 
and they were put off until yesterday, which bothered me some- 
what, because by then they knew we had invited you here to have 
an interview with a general counsel. 

He had to go to California yesterday and the result v/as that the 
GAO was left cooling its heels and was instructed that the White 
House would not engage in an interview about the expenditure of 
the funds and the transfer, but would respond to written questions 
from the GAO. 

And I say this to indicate to you that I fully expected on the 
basis of preliminary information I had and the preliminary study 
that our people did that they would find a legal justification for 
what was done, and I can't understand why the people at the 
White House didn't understand the importance of having the GAO 
make that kind of a report here with or before your appearance in 
the committee. 

I want you to know that we are not trying to hold back, and that 
I personally expect that at some stage the GAO will tell us that the 
transfer of funds was legal. 

The hearing this morning is really to examine the expenditure of 
$26,750 in the Department of Education funds to produce and ^de- 
vise an appearance by President Bush at Alice Deal Junior High 
School in Washington on October 1 of this year. 

As the Chairman of the committee charged with the authoriza- 
tion and * nplementation of education programs, I am very much 
interested in the justification and rationale for giving the White 
House scarce education funds to produce a media event. 

By Washington's standards, $26,750 is not a lot of money. Back 
home in Michigan's 19th District where I come from, though, it 
would be enough money to send 53 of my constituents to Wayne 
County Community College for a whole semester and get them 
started on the education for the rest of their life. 

The President might want to know that the $26,750 is also 
enough to provide 131 unemployed auto workers in Michigan with 
another week of unemployment compensation. So when it gete 
translated to the people, it is the kind of number thev understand. 

They may not understand millions; even fewer would understand 
trillions, but they understand $26,750 and they can make a quick 
translation of that into other uses. 
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Yes I am very concernec about the White House spending edu- 
cation funds for a TV production, and I am having a tough time 
explaining it back home or to the people here who look to this com- 
mittee for oversight on the Department of Education 

I am just as concerned, however, with the potential politicizing ot 
the Department of Education. At a time of close cooperation be- 
tween this committee and your Department, I do not appreciate 
our common goal of improving education for all Americans Being 
tainted by interference from White House political operatives. 
Their involvement prompts several questions: That either the 
Bush-Quayle campaign or White House political operatives ap- 
proach you to have the Department pay for the production of the 
President's speech— who orchestrated or concoctnd the eventual ti- 
nancial arrangements? . . u 

I have been operating on the assumption that you were busy 
doing important things and that some people over there talked to 
some people in your Department and some other eager people 

acted rather quickly. . , . i i. i.u 

I have been told that the regular communications people at the 
White House did not arrange this appearance by the President and 
the production, that a new person, called a special events coordina- 
tor, arranged it. At the last minute they discovered that none of 
the networks would carry the program except CNN, which was 
willing to carry it only as a straight news event with one camera 
focused on the President and no production staging of any kind. 
Then they discovered they didn't have available funding to pay tor 
a private production company to do this and so somebody contacted 
somebody in the Department of Education and they volunteered to 
come up with the money, we are told, from your salary account 

0V6r ^ll6F6 

Now, we don't know who has custody and control of the tapes or 
the master videotape. I have already told the Secretary that I came 
into possession of tapes of the program as it went out over CNN, 
and ha^ already sent that tape, admittedly with political motives 
in mind on my part, to the Democratic National Committee with 
the suggestion that they should have people watch carefully, and 
as sooras the smiling faces of Alice Deal Junior H^gh School chil- 
dren show up on a campaign commercial, they should be in the 
Federal Election Commission immediately with a complaint. 

I have conveyed that to the Secretary. I have conveyed it to the 
Republicans on this committee and to a White House representa- 
tive that talked to me, and I hope that by now we have the tape so 
thoroughly poisoned nobody would think of embarrassing the Presi- 
dent further by trying to use it as a campaign instrument. 

I know that it was not, I am willing to believe, the Secretary 
when he tells me that he did not suspect at any time that there 
was any purpose intended for campaign use in the making ot the 
tape. These are the kind of questions I have, Mr. Secretary, and I 
would like to permit you, as soon as Mr. Goodling makes his open- 
ing statement, to proceed as you feel more comfortable and then 
perhaps respond to some questions from other members ot the com- 

Mr. Secretary, I would just close my opening statement by saying 
even before speaking, don't let this happen again to your Depart- 
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ment. We finally have a good working relationship after years ^ 
adverse actions from previous administrations between the Depart- 
ment of Education and this committee. 

I have commented frequently here during the consideration of 
the Higher Education Act, and also the bill that we will go back to 
as soon as we finish with you this morning, that we have had more 
actual interaction between the Department of Education and the 
committee on legislative matters of importance to the country than 
we have had in any previous period that I can remember under 
any President in modern times. Modern times means to me since 
Nixon. We did interact with Nixon for a while until Watergate and 
then something else got in the way. 

But your Department has been more forthcoming and more in- 
volved than its immediate predecessors for a good many yeara and 
I don't want to see that affected by matters of this kind. We can't 
let campaign people who get overeager at the While House reach 
into your Department or any other department. I am sure other 
chairmen would feel the same way about departments that they 
feel the most responsibility toward, and politicize those depart- 
ments in a way that gets in the way of us working together on the 
important purpose that we are both constituted for. 

The work we are doing together to improve and expand educa- 
tional opportunities for all Americans is too important, Mr. Secre- 
tary, and it is certainly worth more than $26,750. 

With some feeling of sadness that this event had to occur, I want 
to compliment you on being forthcoming at every opportunity you 
have had in your busy schedule since this matter has come up, and 
I hope that this will be the end of it here today. 

Mr. Goodling? 

Mr. Goodling. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would, first of ail, ask that the GAO report of the eleventh, Oc- 
tober 11, and the President's speech be included in the record of 
today's proceedings. 

Chairman Ford. Without objection, so ordered. 

[The October 11, 1991, GAO report and President's speech fol^ 
lows:] 
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Unlu4 SCAMi 



October 11, 1991 



The Honorabl« William u. Ford 
Chairman, Committee on Education 

and Labor 
Uou5« of Rtpresentatlvcc 



Dear Mr. Chairman: 

This refers to your request, doted October 4, stcmn-ing froir 
the President's upeech at Alice Ueal Junior High Scr.ool, J^oj 
refer in your letter to a report in the WaajUnaton ,?ost that, 
funds appropriated to r.he Department of Education were 
tran«ferr«d to the Whiti^ House in order to pay a private 
company to record the speech, You afkcd that we ascerto !^ 
the facts concerning the use of these fund« ior that pui^osc, 
and that we provide a legal opinion on whether the actions 
taken comport with cuitent 3 aw. 

On Wcanesday, October 0, after a Tuesday afternoon n«eting 
with •'he Department or Education, we briefed your s'.aff on 
our progress to date and discussed a tinetable for suo««quei.t 
work. Comff,utee staff asked that we «xpjain why we wi 1 no: 
be ab;e to provide definitive an&wero to all your questions .-^y 
ncHt Tuesday, and that w« suirjnarijo the briefing. 

The delay Js flue esscntiaJiy to the nctfd to gathi^r 
inlorir.ation from the Department, the Whit.e House, and the 
news Tedla and then, based on that informatJonr to conduct <i 
'ftgaJ review of the issues raised. While these sources havf 
bee*i cooperative, it hao not been possible to get all the 
.necessary Information in time for ub to promise final answers 
helore Che hearing that wc understand is now planned for 
October 17. 

We are doing al) we can to meet your needs. An oral request 
fron your stuff on October ? that wc address these questions 
preceded your letter, and wc beuan our work lir.med lately upon 
receiving that requast . Among other things, we transmitted a 
list oi qucstionft to the Departfrent . We also asked that 
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Depart.-nent officiaU neet witr. us last week lo Hnnuor thoC« 
qu«stior5. However, aa w« advistd your staff by letter dattd 
October 4, ::icpartment oificiala said that they would be unable 
to provide rhe information we had asked for until October 8. 

The Depart-ert met that commjtir.cnt but in the meantime, as we 
(lathered ir.ore information, we generated a second set of 
quest. oni for ihe department. Answers to thooe queotiona 
were received this mornlny, and we arc now analyzing that 
inforraticn. 

We nave alio tranbmitted quesi'.,on» to tne white Houae, but wc 
nave been advised that the answers will not De available 
jntil -exL Wednesday at the esrlieit. Wc muot allow for .he 
possibility that additional information, even i^ received 
Wednesday, will raise issues that wiU require legal analysis 
and i^jsearcr., as we3 - uc possibly caMinq for further 
Invest ^gaticn . 

I (rust also naution that all the inf ornar.ion have rf>U«U 
on to date ;s fron: the Oepartment, and 's -joverified. in 
that connection, your :itaff dRked that we corroborate with 
the Public 3roadca«ting System (PBS) and cable News Network 
iCNK) certain aspects of the Department's account, in 
partlc -lar the claim that the Departxeni. onJy realiied at the 
eleventh hour that productior of the broadcast by PDS or CNN 
would not ce available. We are in the process of doing so, by 
uct<i"Q tc talk to off'icialJi of the two networks and to White 
House 'fficials. It s thert'fore possible that the account of 
Vav -'acvs as ultir.areiy developed may differ from that sot 
^ort^. below. 

:n the discussion below* we iiave cjaborated on some points 
beyo'ro wr.at we told your staff, as a result of information 
received ar.d anaJysis perforr^ed since the briefing. We have 
atterpied answer cor.e of '.he questions, although we r.usr. 
caution, «s noted above, that the answers ascur.c that the 
tacts providea by the Oepartir.ent are correct. 

The speech was a joint initiative of the Cepartr.ent and the 
White iiouje. At least I roir. the Departr.ent' h point of view, 
ihe objective was to produce 'ive broadcast to schools 
acroas Mie -rountry. JJews coverage alone would not have 
achieved tre Department's oh:iective because it would not have 
ascured that the speech could be received live by all the 
schools that were asked to watch it. 

Department officials toJd us that they discovered, shortly 
before the speech, and alter they had notified schools of the 
event, -liat the broadcast would not be generally available to 
classrooms under the then-current arrangements with PBS and 
CNN tor covcraao. The Departme.,t then agreed to transfer 
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fundi 10 tne White House ao that th« white Houac cojicJ arrange 
Cor production of the telecast. . 

Th« speccn itself and the uac of the Department's funds to 
support it, including the tout of the production contract, 
appear to be legal. The speech also does not appear to have 
violated the restrictions on Lhe use of appropriations for 
publicity and piopaganda. 

Thi Education Department appropriation cnat .^as •j5ed--ror 
Program Adwinistration-- is available for the award of 
contracts, as well as for salaries of Department perxonne., 
a& long as those contracts are for authorized purposes of vne 
Department, a« this one appears to us to r.avc be«n. me 
purpose for which It was used in this case wao to present m 
the schools a spcaK«r w)»o advocates policies that the 
Departmenl '.s supposed to pronote, and :o assvre ihar. the 
message was delivered to i widespread audjencc of 
schoolchildrcr. in what the Department ccnsiderto to oe a 
forceful ard effifctive way. 

we have rev;ew«d the content of the presitient's apcecr. ano wo 
believe i*- can be characterized as dcalinq wxth leqitimate 
education concerns of the Department and vhe Admlnistrat j on, 
Uke the evils of drug abuse and the inporiancc of education. 
Theite are Jsaues of p-jblic and -'ovcinrr.ent concern. 
Appropriationa are available for coir.merts by the Chie. 
Executive cr. such issues, without crocsirig the l.-.e that 
derr.arcates "publicity or propaganda," activati«s for ^hich the 
jet of appropriations is prohibited by lav*. 

Ko:eover, ti^e Department r.as specific statutory authority tf: 
^nfor-» the pubJic about federally supported education 
programs. :t is clear that the Departrnent rouid itself have 
legally let Che contract for production of rh« speech. 

We also believe, ba«ed on our present understandirg cf tne 
facts, that the transfer of funds and the interdg«r.cv 
agreement retweon the Whi:e House ^rd the Department -ere 
proper. Tf.e Department cites as authority the so-caKcd 
economy Act. which permits agencies to enter ir.te such 
aqreetr.enti if, among other thinys, the head of the c-derirg 
agency determines nhat the order is in the oest interest of 
^he United States, and that the service cannot be provided a$ 
conveniently or cheaply by a coffinercial encerpriac. 

ihe Deparnr.ent asserts tnat undwr r.hc circumstcinces these 
conditions werf. met, and we have flo far fojnd no busis on 
which to disagree. Moreover, the Department haa authority 
independent of the fxorony Acr r.o enter into Much agreements 
with other Agencies as the Secretary deteimines to br 
necesoary or appropriate to carry out his lunctiorJC. ihis 
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latter prevision/ unlike tlie r.conomy Act/ tlo^s not rtquirc ^ 
finding that the inrerttgency rontr^ct is either cheaper or 
more convenient f.hdn an arrangement with a commerclaX 
enterprise. 

We cannot answer the question of the proptlety of thv <iward 
ol' the :3ntract Dy the White House without more data. 
Department officials LOld js t^^at t^.ey were not invoJved in 
Chat :rancacr.ion and i,.terred us to the White House, We have 
provided a list of o'jr questions to White House officials but 
I hey Tiave aovised that jt li likely to be Wednesday* OctobCi: 
3 6/ at rhe earl jest t»efore they can respond. 

Wc wi:; sceep your staJf fuJiy apprised ol our progress. 

Sincerely yours. 



Barry R. Redr*ck 
Associate Gt^nvial Counsel 
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country don't — fht ditoldtl ■! I3r.% igt of 29 that tbt vanttd to 
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tAAi. KAchAl/ you tAll BA If VToiig, but you And aIx othor 
AtudAntA in thlA clAAo AlonA bAVA tAkAn PArt in tbA JehnA HopKlr^. 
TAlint iitrch. TlCAy took tho colloqA Ar.trAncA axaba on An 
AxpArlMntAi bAAlA lAAt yAAT AA 7tb ffT^*^* I^A^ lA :unlor hiqt. 
AOM of thAB Acortd wAll AHoufb to gAt iHto oollofA right now. ao 
lAC'A juAt put it on thA XlnA. tou'vi got thA brAlnA. Mov, put xh%Q 
to tfo?x — cArtAlnlyi not for Mi but for you. 

ProgroAA lUrtJ irbAn wa aaX aorA of our«Alv«A, our 
AchoolA Jid. yoa, you, our otudontA. lAdi a AtArt nAtion^liy nov 
by lAtting Ai^ KAtloTAl IducAtlon QoaIa to aoAt «hA eJtullAngtts of thA 
9lAt CAntuxy. by thA yAAr aoGO, At iMAt nino in avaty ;o ■tudAn^A 
Ahculd fTAduAtA frov bl9b och^ol. Va AhouXd bA firit in tho vorld in 
AAth And AoioncA. Ha nAAd to'rogulArly tAAt AtudAnt'A AbilltiAA. 
rvirv ABATlcAn child Ahould AtArt Achool rAAdy to J Mm; AVAry 
isArlsAn Adult Ahould bo UtArAtA) And AVAry A>«ri^An Achool ohoulij 
bo AAfA ATd drvg-froA. tMc^lng thsAs gMla lA thA Ala Af a Atr«^«cy 
thAt WA oAll ABAriOA 2000 — A croiAdA for akcaUaaca in iJMriean 
AduoAtion — AChool by A«hool« oocBunity by eoounlty* 

But vhAt dAAA All thlA VAAA " you Right AAy, vtut lA hA 
doing, vhAt dooo thlA All aaah for thA AtudAntA right horA in thiA 
roon? fftit-forvArd — fivo yAATA fro« now. UaIaaa thir.gA chAngo, 
bAtvAAn now And 1>IA aa Mny aa ooa U\ four of tedAy'A Ith grAdAro 
will not grAduAtA vlth thAir oIaaa. In aosa oitiAA, thA dropout rAtA 
lA tvicA thAt high or hlohor. laaglnA: out of a totAl of noArly 
thXAA ■illion of your follov slAAA«AtAA nAtionvidAi An Aray of aoro 
thAn hAlf A million dropoutA. 

I aaX ATAry AtudAnt w«tch:rHf todAyt Look Around you, 
Count four rtudAntA — AtArt with youxAAlf . no on* droAit of 
bAooulng % dropout, but fAr too »Any lo. Which ono Af yju v«n't ftAXA 
it through AChocl? 

ThA f»ct iB» AiTAry on a of you cAn. Ut'o aaX* a ?«ot 
thAn right hArA. Ut'A vorx to aaa thAt fivA yAAr» tstm now, you And 
your friftnOA will bo MtA thAn AAd AtA^iAtlCA. atvA yourAAlf A 
lAoAOt Ahot At ycur dxAAU. ItAy in Achool. »At thAt diploM. 

LAt'A go bAch to the futurA. Zn thA fAll of 1A9A — 
fivA yAArA fro« riAw — hAAriy hAlf cf todAy'A Ath grAdAiA y^^ got 
thAir diploaiAA will AntAr thA working world. KorA thAn hAK thA 
grAdUAtsA Will otAy In Khool — And bAOi*m« Ah« ••il»g« ei»Afl mt th* 
yAAT 3000. 

ThA cjUAAtlcm AACh AtudAttt wAtching todAy J^wuld *•)< XAI 
Whori win : bA — whAtA will t bA fiVA yoArA frt» n»w? wiU I b« 
holding dovn A good job ond mAybo working tavArd a bAtiiAr on* or 
vlil I bA o-at of AChi^l And out of work? Hill Z bA on a col. A4|a 
QABpuA — or out running tho Atr^AtA? 

TxiJiX About thAt tonight whAn you 'r* At & kltshAn ttblA 
dolag iWMi hcmowcrki whllA your pArAntt ArA *«*4'^,yf?*w!!*^,?^* 
Ilk A io jMuiy nUlionA do thlA yAAr At baaX-to-AChool nightA All 
AoroAi oxir girAftt couAtry. 

I'» AAking you to put tw« t^iA two to^Ath«ri KaXa th« 

con«*cftiOT^ h<3tv«An t.h« hwiAwork you do tnnignt., thA tA«t ^, 
t«aor*-QV «nd VhAfA yeJU'U t% flvA, 15, AViSU^. 6Q yAArA tt^ ncrw. Yau 



ERIC 



11 



J - 



M«, xhm 7^1 vorld dotcn't Mfin lotttvatr* tlnti toma tUJ viy dovn 
th«r# t.'i* dlitajit futurt. 7h» rwil world tt»rci rlgh^ htrt* «iat 
you do vill hAv« con«tqu»nc«t for yoxur wUol* livtf. 

Ut m« t«ll you •OMtAlng »»ny o^; yeu »ty find v%ry 
Jurd to )MXl«yt thii. You'rt In wncrol. Vou'rt tiiinXlngt Kov w 
tht rrtiilMt ity thAt lUbmit kid« liX« ui wti«n v« dcn't rvtn Ktvt our 
driver licwiit? Jut thinX fcJJout it, wd you'll oao vhtt : wan. 

ThinJi about Aru^i. Tou too fllM. You hoiur policy 
•xpirtt w>d t4wqh op«&)wro fro« tA« outitd*, tou got itom locta.oB 
frcn tvoryono sovlo •ttn, tthlotoo, toachiro, ptronto , trlardi. 
»ut Vou taw and I toow that all cha dri? pr«vantion prograaj. a,l 
th% pladgaa, ail tha praaohinf tn til© vorld won't puU you througJi 
that critical Mont vfean iom»ona of fan drjga. At that >^iiant. 
avarvTAlng coa«a down to y^. taa ar no — you'va got to ctooaa and 
Ua antvar vlll chaj^ga youx Ufa. Tour J*ranta ^'on;^^**^* 
daclalon. Your taaehaxi von't iu)t« tha daclalon. Your ^ri*^^ • 
saXa tha daclilon. It 'a up to you. It tAXaa gute to taJca conxrol. 

X aound body and a aound aind - ^hay go togtthar as 
»y frland - aM ha la a friand - Arnold Ichvarianaogar itya. Ha a 
croaaing tha nation tal'xing vith atudanta about tha Uaportanca of 
fitnaaa. raaX flthaaa Mana no druga. 

Itudiaa ahow » daoilna la dng ma 4nd that's g&od. 
tJiat'a an«JvrM3.n«. : thlnX. Ind avaiy atudant J^J^V 
agamat dr^ga raally daaarvaa craJlt for 7-hat. 
vlolanca oontlnua to thraataa tvaiy •ohool, •vary awll tovn and 
auhurb in Uarlca. AAd a» ftudanti, you bAva a -iJ^^JVS^.. ^ . 
phyaically aafa at achool. You ahouiJ i«T« ***,r5^^;S*^ J.^ 

5uaxral In tha hallway will laad to gunflra in tha pUyground. 
ahcuid ttavar foll«v yau lAta tha claaaro6«. 

If you htya to taXd tha long way hw tftar acfcool no 
you don't croaa patha with tha gang hanging on Jt«„ 
outaldara roaa tha halla of your achool J^-'^nj^Ji^^' ^^"^r^^^our 
■tudarta, you vuat taxa control. W to your ^"^^J^' " J^^^® 
prlBClDal. or to to your parante — aa difficult aa it may to 

tS; S^hSii tf fou hKa to. !>«nd 

ohlOcon out. bad pocpla taXa control. T^*"-^*^' ^ Sl^.II.ia 
halliva thla wa oaj^ drlva tha drug* w\d guaa and aanaalaaa 
violasoa out of our aohoola. 

WhMi it eomao to your ovn oduoatlcn, what I'« iaying U 
t4Jca oontrol. oSn't nT^chool U boring ^^^^^^ iL^Ctnti firat- 
ta^cham. KaXa youi- taaehart work hard. * ^^"^ 

claoa oduaatioa. Tall thaa that yo'i'ra horo to loom. 

ilock out tha )(lda who thiiOt it 'a not oool to ba amajr^. 

coo! yitrt fr» .»v vh«i th«y'ni itucX in t dwd-M* JooT Den t i« 
y««r prtirur* tt«na b.cwtws yea la* y«»J^ 4rtMt. 

TiLiM centrtJl cMUwgt ytwrttif . Only you Kncv h»w 

cM't cwn your w«y pwt tM «M if "i^lS! Bri-«> If you cut 
h*jrd, vho »«tji hurt? If you chMt, PJl^^-'^IhlJT 
ooxTwiro, if y«u hur.t for tht uiy A. «mo "P ««««^ '* ' 

to tbMM eoai Ycm d«. 

mnv. yoa tc «uco«i«, Th.y vast to h«J.p you iucc««l. K»f« *t 
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"•tchtrv 11X« your outtttjrvdl^Q t«teher itandin^ v\th us todiy, 
K«. K6tto;ittr — frta your pilnelpel, iCr. HQf, to y«ar cu«todlai\, 
Kr. rrarxlt. lUght nov in cltasrooM teirott t&it c«\uitry in the 
eonu:)itl«« you c«ll hoaui — vhtn tiilngv fet tmiftr irhen anevar« •re 
• hard to COM by ^ tilere'e ■ tMchwr, ft ptrftnt* ■ frl«nd or tudly 
ftMtotr rttdy to nslp you* Ihoy vant to am you aaXs .^t. 

If you tiiw seiiool MriouiXy, you won't hAvo to oottio 
for t Job — juflt any job. tou'll luvo a catowt. If rou aA)cA It 
your buflnosn to lt%m, orvo doy you'll bo a botror pAr%>-t. tou wy 
not tUinX Ahout It n. , but ono 4*y y<nr childxo« vUl vimt to looit 
up At you And osy, *I'vo got tJ\o nArtoot Htm And Dod Ir. the world." 
Don't dloAppoint thoEo. 

Lot BO loovo you v?>tb a oUplo KOO0A«ot Ivory tUo you 
wAlt tiirough thot elAooroo« door, »aJco it your mloolon to qot « good 
odu^itlon. Don't do It Juot booAuoo your puronto — or ovon tho 
Pmildont — tollo you, Do It for yourooWoo. Do It for your 
futuro. Xnd vhllo you'ro ot It. bolp o ' '".tlo Orotiior or oloter to 
loom or Btybo ovon Ko« or Ood. Lot ^ Know hov you'ro doing, 
writo so « lottar and Z*a aarioua About thio ono vrlto ao • 
Icttor about voya you OAn holp ui AO&iovo our fOAlo. I thinX you 
know t2ia addrooo. 

Hoir vo'ro goiAg to woJJc ovor to tho ocbool ouditoriua to 
•ay h§i:o to tho root of tho otudont body. To all tho rtudonto 
acroii tha eountr/ who wttchod vvo horo i8 tMo groot clAOoroon today, 
way I linply a^y thorOi you and food luaX to yow thlo ochooi yoox. 

And now, Xa. Mootollor, if you'll Undly lood tho way, 
Thanit you all vory mioh. Jtloo to bo with you. (Applauoo.) 
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Mr GooDUNG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to welcome ihe Secre- 
tary back to the hearing this morning, and thank him for taking 
the time to be with us. The subject of the hearing is the u'^e of De- 
partment of Education funds to televise a speech by President Bush 
to the Nation's school children. . , x u i 

I saw the tape at home. I saw the tape, again, when I came back 
to DC. I happen to think it was probably the best thing we have 
done for education in my 17 years in the Congress of the United 
States and would hope that we could find money somewhere that 
the President could go to a school in everybody s congressional dis- 
trict throughout the United States and give that same message. It 
would be far superior to anytb'ng that you and I can do and prob- 
ably far superior to what the teachers and the coaches can do day 
after day because students don't usually sit up and take notice 
when we speak. ^, ^ _ . 

So I thought it was one of the better messages that I have seen. 
The message from the President was simple and clear, education is 
important, you have to work hard to succeed, stay off drugs, do 
your homework, don't watch so much television. They ar en t ^liti- 
cal messages, in my estimation. This is advice offered by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the school children of America and it 
is good advice. • * 

I believe that this was an appropriate use oi tne Department s 
funds. I believe the public was well-served by this use of their tax 
dollars and I should note that the General Accounting Office has 
been asked by the Majority to look into the propriety of the use ot 
funds 

So far, they say the speech itself and the use of the Department's 
funds to support it, including the cost of the production contract, 
appear to be legal. The speech also does not appear to have violat- 
ed the restrictions on the use of appropriations for publicity and 

^^Th^^Mucation Department's appropriation that was used for 
program administration is available for the award of contracts as 
well as for salaries of department personnel as long as those con- 
tracts are for authorized purposes of the department as this one ap- 
pears to us to have been. . 

The purpose for which it was used in this case was to present in 
the schools a speaker who advocates policies that the Department 
is supposed to promote and to assure that the messages delivered 
to a widespread audience of school children m what the Depart- 
ment considered to be a forceful and effective way. 

We have reviewed the content of the President s speech. We be- 
lieve it can be characterized as dealing with legitimate education 
concerns of the Department and the administration, such as the 
evils of drug abuse and the impoi-tance of education. 

Every one of us here on the committee and in the House ot Kep- 
resentatives, or at least most everyone uses public funds to commu- 
nicate our message to our constituency. I would imagine we spend 
$26,750 an hour downstairs in the TV and the radio 8tud.o. 1 am 
not sure what we spend, but we spend a bundle. 

I think I spend it legitimately. I think I send good messages back 
to my constituency. I am sure that it helps at election time, also, 
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but nevertheless, they are messages that should go back to my con- 
stituency. 

The President is between a rock and a hard place or the devil 
and the deep blue sea because he is constantly criticized by the 
Democrat side. He doesn't pay enough attention to domestic poli- 
cies. And then when he does something on the domestic front, he is 
criticized for doing that, and that makes it pretty difficult. 

But his shoulders are broad. I am sure he will continue to do 
what he believes is right. 

I agree that the President's message was a message that should 
be spread throughout this country, and I hope we will find, as I 
said earlier, a means to have him spread that message more often. 

I am a little concerned about a picture that I might use in a po- 
litical brochure which shows me having lunch in a school lunch 
setting, I am a litth worried that a picture I might have with the 
Secretary of Agriculture lookJng at the horrible drought situation 
in my district, if I use that in a brochure, I am concerned that per- 
haps that won't be legitimate. I, of course, will get the proper clear- 
ance from the all important Ethics Committee before I do that. 

But, again, I compliment you for the message that was conclud- 
ed. I believe it was a good message for the children of the United 
States. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Coleman. Mr. Chairman, are we going to go- 
Chairman Ford. Would you withhold until the Secretary has had 

a chance to make his statement? 
Mr. Armey. Are you asking me to withhold out of deference to 

the Secretary? 
Chairman Ford. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Armey. Most certainlj . Thank you. 
Chairman Ford. Mr, Alexander? 

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
SECRETARY OF EDUCATION, DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Armey, 
Mr. Goodling. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate your comments, and let me start sort 
of where you have finished your statement. 

As you know, I consider it a privilege to come here. I respect you 
and this committee. To me, you represent tens of thousands of 
Americans and you are working on what most Americans feel is 
the most important set of subjects we have in the domestic arenas 
today. 

The annual Phi Delta Kappan Gallup survey of attitudes toward 
education the other day showed that when you ask Americans to 
rate what is very important, 41 percent will say having the strong- 
est military is very important for the next 25 years; 65 percent will 
say having the most efficient system of industrial production is 
verv important for America for the next 25 years; and 89 percent 
will say having the best education system in the world is very im- 

Eortant for America for the next 25 years. So for us to be here, to 
e under lights with cameras, in a position so that people can see 
and hear us all over America, for you, then, to be able io hold a 
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hearing later today on the America 2000 legislation or the different 
legislation that Mr. Kildee and Mr Goodling have, suggested so 
that people all over America can hear it is very important tor 

For Members of Congress to go on the House Floor and say in 1- 
minute speeches how they feel about grants and loans fjiat help 
half of American students go to colleges and university about 
giving parents a broader choice of schools, about all the important 
educetion issues, that is very important For Members of Congre^^ 
to go to the House recording studio which has 38 employees and 
spends $1.7 million a year-415 out of 435 Members of the House 
did that in the last year, I think that is very important. 

And I guess what I would like to do today is to demonstrate 
clearly my respect for this committee and for this subject and to 
say that I will try to come here any time you invite me, and that i 
am proud of the fact that in a number of instances that we have 
been able to work in a bipartisan way to try to advance the work 
in higher education and the work in elementary and secondary 

^^^am'^ateful for that and I believe the county respects that. And 
I don't want to do anything that would for a mmute jo^e Jha* 
partisan sense of cooperation that is hard to develop m Wash ng- 
ton But at the same time, I would like to say as gently as I could. 
Chairman! that I think we have a little bit of a disagreement 
here about what is appropriate. for tv>o 

What we are talking about is whether it is appropriate for the 
taxpayers to spend $26,750 to pay for lights such as these lights, 
canieras such as these cameras, a vemote truck and uplink signal 
so that the President of the United States can go to a seventh 
grade classroom and speak to the children of America about the 
value of education. That is what we are talking about. 

Unless I am missing something here, that seems to be Mactly 
what the President ought to be doing and exactly what the Depart- 
ment of Education ought to be paying for. There ques*^°" 
about whether it is legal for us to pay. For us to engaged in ac- 
tivities of the type I just described is specifically authorized 
Congress. For us to transfer funds to the White House ?r any other 
agency for this sort of activity is specifically authorized by this 
(ingress. So I am trying to get in my mmd why it would even be 
at issue with anyone. , p . 

Some members of the commit tee suggested we show the Presi- 
dent's speech. I thought that would take too much time away trom 
the work you are going to be getting onto later this morning m 
trying to develop the Elementary and Secondary Act. 

L let me see if I can sum it up this way. I thmk maybe we are 
talking about a little misunderstanding about communications. 

What is our education problem in America? It is as much as any- 
thing one of attitudes. We have a skills and knowledge gap and 
most people don't believe it. Children are growing up differently 
Sday and most people don't know it and they don't bp^eve it. Our 
schools are archSTc, out of date, designed for another time and mos^^ 
people don't believe it. Adults even need .to go back to school and 
while more are, most people don't believe it. 



16 



So what needs to be done more than anything else is for respect- 
ed figures in America to speak to the American people and cause 
us to change our minds and to take actions ourselves for what 
needs to be done. 

Now, in America we have been doing that with drugs, and the 
demand for drugs is going down. The most antidrug group in 
America today is 9 to 12 year olds. I see it in our own son. We have 
done that before I got here with smoking and people have changed 
their attitudes about smoking. 

People have changed their attitudes in America about recycling. 
I can remeniber the moment my daughter escorted me to the gar- 
bage and pointed out where the Coke can goes, and all over Amer- 
ica people have changed their attitudes. So we need to change the 
minds of Americans about the value of education and what there is 
to do. So the question is what is the best way to do that. 

Well, the single most important person for helping change the 
attitudes of America is the President of the United States. There 
are many audiences that the President should talk directly to, but 
there is none more important than the students themselves, and 
that is what he did on October 1 in Ms. Mostoller's seventh grade 
classroom in Alice Deal Junior High School in Washington. 

Now, just to be very technical for a moment, the networks would 
cover it, but they wouldn't pay for production. That would mean, 
as if we have cameras here, and it would mean that there would be 
a line outside but there would be no cameras and there would be 
no lights. It would be as if having the hghts off and asking the 
cameras to leave the room. We could do that but it surely wouldn't 
serve the public's interest. 

So what taxpayers' money was used for was as if it had been a 
telephone call we would have been paying for the telephone in that 
case. This idea would have come up almost from any American, the 
idea of the President talking to school children. It came up in a va- 
riety of places in our department, in Lhe White House, I remember 
at the meeting of the President's advitjory committee on education, 
which includes people from the President of the PTA to people like 
former Senator Brock and the head of the MEA and the AFT. We 
had a full discussion on July 29 about how could the President do 
more to help advance transforming American education. And a va- 
riety of people suggested that one of the best things the President 
could do was to speak directly to school children shortly after they 
went back to school 

I remember viviclly the PTA president talking about it, the Na« 
tional PTA. And making sure we understood some schools were 
year-round schools so that when the President welcomed the stu- 
dents back to a ncw school year, he didn't say welcome back be- 
cause some children are there all the time. 

So I have been around the country a little bit and you were kind 
enough to wait a few days for me to come up here and I am grate- 
ful for that. 

I have heard a number of people mention the speech. They are 
delighted with it. They think it is exactly what the President 
should be doing. Children have written the President; they have 
written us. I have not heard one person outside of Washington — I 
haven't heard many here — even raise a question about whether the 
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President of the United States should make a speech .o school chil- 
dren about the value of education, and whether the Department of 
Education should help pay for the production costs. 

My own suggestion would be, respectfully, that Members of Con- 
gress t^ke this tape that was made with this money, take it back to 
their districts, give it to every school and show it to the children. 
My suggestion, respectfully, would be that Members of Congress go 
down to your own recording studios and make your own tape about 
the value of education and take it back to your district, and if you 
can't go to every school, give one of your tapes to every school 

When the President made his speech, he invited all the gover- 
nors to also address school children about the value of education 
and many did. Democrats and Republicans. So I am happy to stay 
here as long as you would like for me today or to come back at an- 
other time and talk about this, but what I would hope is that given 
a large number of very important issues there are concerning edu- 
cation before this committee now, and given the spirit of bipartisan 
cooperation that we have, that we could get beyond this pretty 
quickly and move on to such things as the Higher Education Act, 
the America 2000 legislation, and the new generation of American 
schools. 

Thank you for inviting me to con.e. 

[The prepared statement of Secretary Lamar Alexander follows:] 
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Honorable Laur M«iuiBd«r 
0.8. 8«or«tary MuoAtion 
B«for0 tbt 

BOU8« COMitt8« OB IdUOAtiOB BBd LmbC . 

October 17^ 1991 



Mr. Chairnan and nambBrs of the connittee. 

Thank you for inviting na to ba here. It is alwayo a 
privilege to testify before the House Oomi&ittee on Education and 
liabor* 

The Phi Delta Kappa/Gallup survey of attitudes toward 
education recently reported that 89 percent of Americans believe 
that having the best education system in the world is more 
important to our nation's future than having the strongest system 
of industrial production or even the strongest military. Education 
is dinner table talk in America today. Education is at the heart 
of most of our domestic concerns. 

^ So I find myself hoping that given all of the important 
education concerns that this committee has before it, we would not 
spend too much time talking about whether the U.S. Department of 
Education should have spent $26,750 to help pay to broadcast a 
i^peech by the President of the United States to the nation's school 
children about the value of education. 

I thought it was wonderful that the President of the United 
States would take time from his extremely busy schedule to use 
his bully pulpit to encourage children to take their education more 
seriously. I'm sure virtually every American feels the same way. 
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There i» no better role aodel to epeak to the children about 
education than the President of the United Stated. 

On October 1* 1991, President Bush visited Ms. Mostollcr's 
seventh grade classroott at Alice Deal Junior High School in 
Washington, D.C. He spoke to those children diroctly, in their 
classroom. His speech was broadcast to children in classrooms 
all over America and taped to be sent to those schools which did 
not have facilities to receive the speech. The President invited 
each of the nation's Governors to follow his talk with remarks of 
their own and many did. 

In his speech, the President conveyed a message all educators 
and parents want our children to hear. The President's speech 
focused on themes that Congress, the Administration, and the 
Nation's Governors have identified as key to improving the quality 
of American education. They include: 

o Taking control of one's lives and dreams; 
o Staying in school; 
o Staying off drugs; 

o Demanding violence-free schools; and, 
o Working hard on homework can make the difference 
between a great future and a lousy one. 

The Department of Education was grateful that the President of 

the United States was willing to help deliver our education reform 

message. The Department of Education's Organization Act authorizes 

the Department to assume a leadership role in promoting 

improvements in education. Section 102 of the Department's 

Organization Act, 20 USC 3402, states that one of the purposes of 

the Department is •♦to supplement and complement 

the efforts of States, local school systems, private educational 
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institutions, parents, and students to improve the quality of 
education and, to proaote inproveaents in the quHlity and 
usefulness of education through federally supported research, 
evaluation, and sharing of infomation*** ' 

In addition, section 422 of the General Education Provisions 
Act, 20 u.S.C. 1231a, directs the Secre^tary **to inform the public 
on federally supported education prograos,** anu confers 
broad authority on the Secretary as to the means employe^. The 
Department transferred $26,750 to the White House to help pay for 
staff f cameras f lighting and other production needs. These 
funds transferred to the White House were appropriated by Public 
Law 101-517 for Departmental program administration and were 
broadly available for costs associated with carrying out the 
Department's responsibilities* In addition, section 415 of the 
Department of Education's Organization Act, 20 U.S. C* 3475 and 
the so-called ^Economy Act,** 31 U.S.C. 1535 authorized the 
Department to transfer funds to other Federal entities that are 
in a position to assist the Department to perform its mission. 

We agreed to help pay the production costs because, only a 
few days before the speech, the networks, which agreed to carry 
the address, declined to produce it themselves. So, the 
Department transferred $26,750 to the White House to help defray 
the production costs associated with broadcasting the President's 
speech • 

The President's speech was very much like thousands of other 
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education and policy speeches broadcast live or on tape each year 
by Governors, Members of Congress and other public officials. 
Governors and Members of Congress have bully pulpits too, and 
today's bully pulpit is a microphone and a camera. 

I have been across the country a good bit since the Pt-jsident 
spoke and I can tell you that from comments I have received and 
from letters to the Department, I know that teachers and children 
looked forward to the President's broadcast and were excited about 
it. It is something the children will always remember, 
one Chicago school principal, DoUie Felicetti, of Wilson School 
District 170 in Chicago Heights, Illinois, wrote to me even 
before the President gave his speech. Sh- said: "We will be proud 
to 'tune in' to the President on that day and pledge our support of 
the National Goals. We may be little (we're kindergarten through 
third) but we're mighty." 

one eighth grader from Houston, Texas wrote to the 
President after watching his speech at his school: 

Dear Mr President: "I enjoyed your speech ... I think it's 
Dear Mr. i-resiaen j^^ students to know that studying 

hard and making A's is good and not 

dorky . " 

Another wrote: 

Dear Mr. President: ... Personally, I agree with you because 
Dear nr. fresia ^^^^ ^^^^ talking about was just 

what happened to me... in the 7th grade 

. I hated teachers, 1 hated work, and 
to sum it all up I hated everything but 
drugs and my so called friends... In 
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concluBion, I would like to tell you to 
keep pushing for education and a drug- 
free society. It Might lie Ip someone 
...P.S. say 'Hi' to Barbara for ae.»' 



And 10 year old Ryan McCoy at Crestview Elementary in 
Topeka, Kansas said after watching the President: 

•♦We should pay attention and try to do the best we can in 
school.** 



Mr. Chairman, since taking office, our President has worked 
in a bipartisan way to transform education in our nation. For 
example: 

o At the historic Charlottesville Education Summit, the 
nation's Governors and the President set in motion the 
establishment of the National Education Goals. 

o In 1990, he established with the Governors the National 
Education Goals Panel, most recently under the 
leadership of Colorado Governor Romer and South 
Carolina Governor Campbell; 

o Earlier this year, he worked with the Congress, and 
especially Congressmen Kildee and Goodling of this 
Committee, to establish the National Council on 
Education Standards and Testing, which will work toward 
establishing a voluntary system of national testing; 

o Together, the Congress and the President formed the 
National Commission on Time and Learning, which will 
report back in two years its finding with regard to the 
relationship between the length of the school day and 
year to learning; 

o The President worked with Represent&tives Goodling and 
Sawyer and Senator Simon, and many other Members of 
Congress, to develop the National Literacy Act, which 
was just signed into law a few months ago; 

o This spring, the President initiated the AMERICA 2000 
education strategy to engage the American people in a 
national crusade to achieve the National Education 
Goals. Already, twelve states, including seven with 
Democrat Governors, have kicked off AMERICA 2000 
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•ffortB. The president and I have encouraged Kenbers 
of Con^esi fro. both parties to organize AMERICA 2000 
coB«unities, and to promote educational reform, by 
encouraging communities to: 

1. Adopt the national education goals for their 
community; , . 

2. craft a local strategy to meet the goals, 

3. Design a Report Card to measure results; 

4. Plan for and support a New American school; 

o This summer, at the President's urging, ^^J^^?*" , 
business leaders, Republicans and Democrats, joined 
together to establish the New American Schools 
Development Corporation and have to date raised over 
$30 million; 

o Earlier this year, we submitted reauthorization 

propOMls to the Congress for our higher education and 
educational research offices, and have worked in a 
bipartisan fashion with Congress throughout the 
reauthorization process; 

o And, finally, Mr. Chairman, the President sent his 

AMERICA 2000 legislation to the Congress earlier this 
year. Prom the outset, as I am sure all Members of 
this Committee can attest, the Administration has 
sought the bipartisan support, advice, and cooperation 
for its consideration and passage. 

Let me conclude, Mr. Chairman, by reiterating my 
appreciation for this invitation. I will always be glad to come 
see you personally or to visit with this committee and to talk 
about anything you would like to discuss. But, I would think the 
American people would expect us to agree quickly that the 
President's speech to school children was exactly the right thing 
for him to be doing and exactly the right thing for the U.S. 
Department of Education to help pay for. Common sense clearly 
tells us that and so do the statutes and programmatic authorities 
Congress has written. 
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I would hope that as quickly as possible we could move on to 
discussing those larger proposals that will help transform 
American education, including the work you and other committee 
members have been doing on the reauthorization of the Higher 
Education Act, as well as the President's America 2000 proposals. 
Creating a new generation of American schools, beginning massive 
teacher retraining, rewarding merit schools, giving parents a 
broador choice of the schools their children attend, and 
establishing a voluntary national examination system called the 
American Achievement Test, are critical components of the 
President's program. 

Thank you. I would be pleased to try to answer any questions you 
might have. 
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Chairman Ford. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. ^ ^ , 

I would like to proceed back and forth. We will start over here 
with Mr Kildee. 
Mr. Kildee. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. I have always said nice things about 
you and will continue to do so and that is not a hard thing to do. I 
think you are a good thing for education. 

I have worked with many secretaries of education and 1 have en- 
joyed working with you probably more than any of the others that 
I have worked with. We don't always agree, but we are able to sit 
down and work out our areas of disagreement. 

You have always tried to seek within the parameters you think 
are important accommodation rather than confrontation and I 
think we have had some fruitful production from that. 

I do wish you had not let the White House lift the $26,750 trom 
the education budget. I think it would have been preferable had 
they used their own White House funds. They had adequate funds 
over ther'^. We generally take pretty good care of the White House 

^"f say that because I have served on the Budget Committee for 3 
years now and in those 3 years we have been quite successful in 
trying to increase the education budget. The first year I was put on 
there by Speaker Wright, $1.7 billion increase, the second year, 
$3.4 million increase. This year I was able to get $2 billion in com- 
mittee and Mr. Ford's amendment got another 400 million on the 
Floor. And that was very difficult because we are competing, and 1 
think that when we find money being used in the education budget 
in this fashion, it just makes our work a little more difficult. 

Very often we have to look not only at substance, but at appear- 
ance. And I think being sensitive on appearance is very important. 
When I go back next year in the Budget Committee on which 1 
serve and ask for education dollars, I need all the tools possible and 
not have little things like this have them saying, well, that is how 
they use their money when the White House budget is adequate to 
take care of that itself. So I would hope in the future if the White 
House wants to do something like, that thev use the ample tunds 
which we have appropriated for them and that w really all 1 have 
to say, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you, Mr. Kildee, I appreciate your 
comment and I appreciate your bipartisan leadership. I hear what 
you are saying and I will try to— I will certainly respect it and 1 
will try to understand it. x i j 4.u 4. t 

I would only say as gently and respectfully as I could, that 1 
can't think of any better investment of 26,750 of our dollars than 
helping to make sure the President of the United States can speak 
directly to school children about the value of education, feo that is 
why we did it and I don't want to come up here and act like l 
didn't know about it or wasn't responsible for it or that I wish 1 
hadn't done it because I think it was exactly what we should have 

been doing. , j u 4- 

Mr. Kildee. From the beginning you have been open and honest 
on this and that is very, very important in our relationship be- 
tween yourself and the Congress of the United States, but I do 
think when you look at sources of ironey and look at appearance 
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and substance, that if the White House were really strapped for 
money, that might be another thing, but they really aren't 
strapped for money. T'iie Appropriation Committee takes good care 
of them over there and I thmk they could have reached into their 
very deep pockets and found a similar amount of money there. 
That is all I have to say. 

Chairman Ford. Mr. Coleman? 

Mr. Coleman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Welcome, Secretary Alexander. 

Secretary Alexander. Mr. Coleman. 

Mr. Coleman. I want to congratulate the committee for being 
able to do what we haven't been able to do before and that is gen- 
erate interest in what we are doing in this committee. I had to 
crawl in the hall outside over the hardware and the television cam- 
eras. I note at the current time we have four cameras in the room. 
The American people are being treated to the trivialization of edu- 
cation. We are marking up a $100 billion Higher Education Act. 

I welcome all of our media friends to return next week to see 
how we do on that particular bill, which is a few more dollars than 
$26,000. The public sees through most of this and will take it for 
what it is, another attempt to try to embarrass the political estab- 
lishment on one side or the other. 

When we get through bashing Congress ourselves we will bash 
the executive branch and then the executive branch will come back 
in some way and bash us again. Isn't it wonderful? Isn't it great? It 
is a great sport here in Washington and pretty soon the American 
people are going to say what are these people up to? The"' are al- 
ready asking that. 

Now, what we are up to, I guess, is that my crude calculation 
here that the House recording studio spends $Y,000 a day churning 
out media information, information that we think is very impor- 
tant. I happen to think what the President did was very important, 
too. I don t think that we need to go around and criticize the House 
recording studio for spending $7,000 a day, anymore than we have 
to, criticize the Education Department for spending $26,000. 

In fact, Mr. Secretary, I will bet we would criticize you and the 
President for not speaking out because we have given you a man- 
date in the Federal law. That law was written by President Bush. 
It wasn't written by Secretary Alexander. It was written by the 
people of this committee and in this Congress. And in several in- 
stances that law cites specifically that the Department of Educa- 
tion, one of its main missions, is to supplement and compliment 
local school systems and also the sharing of information on Federal 
programs. 

The law also goes on in another section to require informing the 
public on federally-supported education programs. Now, having the 
President of the United States, who has the biggest audience that 
you can have in this country, talk about education, the reforms 
that are necessary, I would call that educational information; I 
would call that distributing information, sharing information. That 
is our mandate to you, and I am glad to see for the first time in 
many years that you are taking that mandate seriously and that 
you are trying to disseminate this information and the changes 
that we must incur. 
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So I think this is a tempest in a tea pot. I vnsh we would get on 
with the real business of passing some reform legislation and deal- 
ing with major issues, the $100 billion on Higher Education Act. 
That is real money, that is real important, and I think that we 
ought to pay our attention and our time to that. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Chairman Ford. Gentleman from New York.' ... 

Mr. Owens. Mr. Secretary, I think there are two basic issues 
here. One is a concern of the American people. They seem to be 
quite concerned about micro expenditures by the government. 1 
think it has become quite trivial, some of the kinds of thmgs the 
press has led people to be concerned about, the furor about the 
banking at the House of Representatives and the parking tickets 
and on and on it goes, and, of course, there are some people who 
are concerned about paid staff walking the dogs of the President or 
what kind of alcoholic beverages are served at State dinners and 
who pays for that and you can go on and on. , r t 

Cabinet offices havp kitchens and some of them have chefs, I un- 
derstand. I think if people are really concerned about this there 
may be more and more u^vestigation of the micro expenditures and 
exactly what is money going for for these small expenditures and 

*^°0f courae,"when you retire, there is still a provision, that will ap- 
propriate $10,000 to paint your portrait, which I have always 
fought. I don't think you deserve it. I have always said why don t 
they get young artists and not have the American people pay 
$10,000 to paint the portrait of cabinet members. t fuir,i, 

I gave a long list of expenditures which 1 would question. I think 
if the American people really want to take a look at some of those 
expenditures and maybe we can save some money, ihey might 
take a luok at the $16 million that the President has for his press 
and public relations and opinion surveys and they keep their hand 
on the pulse of America with a very well-oiled apparatus there, 
and I just wonder if we need that much money to be spent on 
public relations and opinion gathering, the whole set of activities 
that really don't do that much to advance government but they do 
a great deal in terms of the protection of the people in power. I 
would include congressional recording studios and all ot that we 
oueht to take a look at. * . n jm. 

But that is one issue. The other issue m the issue of expenditures 
for education and I am an advocate of maximum dissemination ot 
information about education, especially useful information that 
should go to teachers, to parents, and everybody concerned about 

^^Th? question is was this a good use of money to pay for dissenii- 
nation of useful information about education and exactly what is 
the content of what was done there. I have serious questions about 
the content that was done there because it is the issue of what is 
substance in terms of education information and what is propagan- 
da in terms of the position of the administration on items such as 
Choice or even America 2000. A lot of America 2000 is useful, a 
great deal of it is packaging, very good packaging for a product, 
and a lot of substance is missing there. 
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So we are really pushing a party platform, administration posi- 
tion which has no foundation in the legislation offered and we are 
promoting a package which does not have a foundation in legisla- 
tion, so that it is a questionable area. Given the fact it is a Ques- 
tionable area, the expenditure of $24,000 or $2,500 is questionable 
when yop consider the state of education in this country at this 
point 

If you look at today's New York Times, you will see some con- 
crete examples of what the schools are going through in New York 
as a r esult of budget cuts. And that is not unique to New York City 
or to other cities at all, it is a case across the country with devas- 
tating budget cuts have really hurt the forward progress of educa- 
tion not only in the big cities but also in the suburbs. The money is 
just not there. 

We need a revenue sharing provision for education right away so 
that money from the Federal Government, that is not the Federal 
Government's money, came from the citizens originally, so it 
should be returned to them to help with this crisis in education 
funding. 

So $24,000 or $2,500, any amount of money, would be welcome to 
go into a pot which would increase the Federal percentage of edu- 
cation expenditures. We went down from 8 percent to 7 percent 
under the Republican administration, Reagan and now President 
Bush. We would like to go back to 8 percent and see it climb even 
further in terms of the percentage of Federal money going into 
education. It is the spirit of the principle of what this means I 
think that is very important. At a time when we are counting pen- 
nies and every effort is being made to hold down the authorizations 
to the level of the previous appropriation and even beyond that, in 
previous expenditures, there is a squeeze on by Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget for every penny. We find it quite disturbing that 
this kind of expenditure could take place, and I think it is not a 
trivial matter at all. 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you, Mr. Owens. I am glad to see 
you and appreciate your comments. 

If I might make two very brief responses, I don't think $26,000 is 
a trivial amount of money and I think 99 percent of Americans 
would agree that probably the single best investr* nt we can make 
on behalf of transforming America in education vould be to spend 
$26,750 for the President of the United States to dpeak directly to 
school children everywhere in America about the value of educa- 
tion. 

What you talked about was taking control of their lives and 
dreams, about staying in school, about staying off drugs, about 
keeping their school free from violence, about working hard on 
their homework. I think it is something that children in this coun- 
try will never forget. And it would have cost more to write every 
child a one page letter from me and mail it to them. So I think it 
was a terrific investment and a wonderful thing for him to do and I 
really can't imagine that anybody thinks otherwise. 

I could get into some sort of clever political debate back and 
forth on the other points that you mentioned. I mean, if $26,000 is 
important, we can save money by not spending $7 million at the 
House recording studio every year for the same purpose. But that 
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is not going to serve any good purpose for me to try to argue with 
you about that. You are trying to improve education. You are in an 
important position here. I am trying to do my part and I think the 
best thing we can do is agree that the President's speech to the 
school children about the value of education is a wonderful thing 
and get on to some of these other issues that you have talked 
about, like research and creating a new generation of American 
schools, and massive teacher retraining, several of the things the 
President has proposed several other things that members of this 
committee has proposed. 

Chairman Ford. Mr. Petri? 

Mr. Petri. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I can't help sitting here and thinking that if the President hadn t 
gone to spend that time to visit that school, if you hadn't helped 
him get his message across to the people, sometime later people 
would be asking why isn't he using his office to emphasize the im- 
portance of education? Here he said he would be the education 
President and he hasn't gone to a school to talk to kids about the 
importance of education. I supported the creation of the separate 
Department of Education in part because I thought, well, the Fed- 
eral Government spends a very small percentage of the total 
amount of our national expenditure on education but it does have 
an important leadership role in the area of education and we 
should try to emphasize the importance of that whole enterprise 
for students and for our country. You helped tc further that by 
convincing the President to spend some time, and I know he wants 
to spend time on education and a variety of other issues but he is 
tugged in 101 different directions and he needs to do it efficiently 
and well. He can't go to every classroom in America and talk. He 
has got to use the communication tools to do it and so I think 
myself, whether the money comes from the Education Department 
or the White House budget, it is still taxpayers' money and on bal- 
ance this is a good way to reach an awful lot of people efTiciontly 
and use the great magic and power of the Presidency for good. 

So thank you for being here to explain it and I think you have 
done a good job. 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you. 

Chairman Ford. Mr. Hayes? 

Mr. Hayes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I will be brief and candid. I talked about the problem that we are 
faced with when it comes to our public education system, particu- 
larly in my area. Access to education is something I dont recall 
having read that the President addressed himself to. 

It is a contradiction to me to veto a bill that would extend the 
unemployment compensation benefits to some of the parents of 
some of these kids in my area, who went to school this morning 
hungry. . 

How can you learn hungry? It ia a contradiction to me to talk 
about diminishing funds for Head Start, a program which has been 
very successful in many areas. So, just to talk about educating kids 
and don't put into action a measure that will give.them that oppor- 
tunity, we seem to be having a very, very great contradiction. 

I have to believe that to some extent, and I will be very honest 
with you, and I don't blame you, I have a lot of respect for you as 
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the Secretary of Education, but I know oftentimes in your posi- 
tions, you have to dance to the tune. There is no question about it. 

But I just can't get myself to see how President Bush is going to 
do, as he does when African-American kids in this country of ours 
under our democracy, if you are poor, be it white or black, you 
don't have the same access to education as the more affluent kids. 

We seem to be iroving more and more in that direction. As my 
colleague here mentioned, this issue of Choice, Privatization of the 
public school system, which is the direction we seem to be going, is 
going to diminish, make less and less the opportunity for educatioi 
for kids who come from families that have very little means. 

I just — there is no — I can't help but believe there is a lot of poli- 
tics involved in this. The show, putting it on the tape, the speech 
on the tape, what are those tapes going to he used for? Is that 
going to help kids who are trying to learn how to read; who, they 
say, their reading scores are low? Is that going to help those who 
would iike to begin to study math and science, and they don't have 
that opportunity; is that going to help a kid who goes to school 
where they don't even have the kind of facilities necessary, the 
kind of computers and numbers in high school that is going to be 
able to give them— to teach to fit into this society of ours? 

These are the kind of things that I think you have to make, if 
you are going to make school education a priority, as I say it 
should be. I will agree with you in part when you talk about the 
defense, and the necessity of defense of our Nation, but one of the 
best defenses this Nation can ever have is to educate its young and 
get them equipped to carrv on the responsibility of keeping this 
Nation as is, and I just don t see an interest in this direction on the 
part of the President, just by his appearance at one school here in 
Washington, and putting that on tape, writing a letter, as you evi- 
dently did, as The New York Times did. 

I think on October 4th, you sent letters to all the Nation's 
110,000 schools; is that correct? 

Secretary Alexander. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hayes. And Lord knows, I would like to have you send, you 
or Senator Hatch, send a letter saying, '*We are going to increase 
the amount of money necessary for Head Start," and not do away 
with the other programs which have beon done in many areas. 

And I iust don't think this is the direction we should go. I don't 
think it is going to happen. I think 1 does give the President some 
exposure, it is obviously going to help him maybe politically. 

These kids can't vote, but their pan nts can, maybe. I just don't 
see the sincerity in this kind of move, and the direction that it 
should be directed. Only one Jesus Chris', I was taught. 

Secretary Alexander. Well, thank yc u, sir. Just a brief com- 
ment, if I may, Mr. Chairman, on thosi* points. You mentioned 
money. We think money is important, too; and no one should think 
Head Start has gone down. 

In fact, since President Bush has been in office, in the 3 years, 
funding for Head Start for children has gout up 58 percent, and 
that is something that the President and the Congress have agreed 
on, and that is a big increase. 

In addition, there has been a big new day care program that the 
President and the Congress have ag :)ed on, a great deal of that 
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money goes to Head Start-type programs. In North Carolina, for 
example, they are using that money to extend Head Start to all the 
4-year-old8 in North Carolina and Oregon, of course, and other 
States have their own State Head Start programs. 

So we think money is important. You brought up the question ot 
access. We tl ink access is important, and we agree with your point. 
It is a travesty in America that poor children should not have the 
same access to schools that people with money have, and so, the 
easiest way for this committee to help with that is to pass the ad- 
ministration's proposals to give low-income families a choice ot 
public and private schools that people with money now have, and 1 
am glad to hear your support for it— and I am glad to hear you 
move us off this issue of whether the taxpayers should spend 
$26,000, so the President could speak to school children about the 
value of education and is something that is important, which is 
how shall we give poor families the same kind of choices that 
people with money have. , , , j.^r 

And, finally, the idea that talk doesn't make much difference in 
education defies all of my understanding of education. Most ot 
what we have to do in education has to do with persuading poople 
to do things for themselves, to learn, to conduct themselves right. 

As the President was saying to the children, what he was asking 
them to do was take control of their lives, stay in school, say oft 
drugs, demand that their own school be a violence-free school, work 
hard on their homework, turn off the television. 

Those are all of the issues that educational research tells us and 
common sense tells us we ought to spend our time being involved 
in. And the letters from the children of that have come m and 
from the principals and teachers have acknowledged that they 
loved the speech; that it made a difference to them. 

Ryan McCoy, at Crestview Elementary in Topeka, Kansas, alter 
watching the Presid<^nt, told his local newspaper, 'We should pav 
attention and try to do the best we can in school. I don t think 
those children will ever forget a message from the President. Ut 
course, it is not all of an education program, but it is hard tor me 
to imagine members of the Education Committee suggesting that it 
is not a wise investment of the President's time and the taxpayers 
money for him to take the time to make that sort of address to 
schoolchildren. , , 

Chairman Ford. Mr. Secretary, you were on such a go kI roll 
there that you flipped me off at the turn. Did I hear you say that 
you think that the administration or your Department has sent us 
a proposal for legislation to permit children of low-income families 
to elect to go to private schools and pay for it? 

Secretary Alexander. Yes. We have sent you three pieces— we 
have three proposals before you involving Choice. And one ot them 

has to do , . V J 

Chairman Ford. I know about Choice proposals, but what you 
just said is you wanted to give the families of low-income children 
money to choose a private school. We don't have anything pending 
before up that gives the families of low-income children money to 

go to school. , , ,. , , 

Now, if you have such legislation, I don't predict much success 
for it, but we ought to consider it, and if your Department has told 
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you that we are considering such legislation, you have been badly 
informed. 

Secretary Alexander. Mr. Ford, we have three Choice- -three 
proposals before you to give parents a broader choice of schools. 
One of them would be grants to local school districts that— to ex- 
periment with programs that would give more choices to parents 
and the money couldn't go to them unless Choice choices also in- 
cluded private schools. 

Chairman Ford. Thank you. 

Mrs. Roukema? 

Mrs. Roukema. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, I appreciate your statement here today, and I 
want to echo the words of my colleague, Mr. Coleman, because I 
think he quite accurately described the situation as trivializing the 
education agenda. This is the case if we question the validity of the 
President's visit in terms of the very fine lesson he taught those 
children the other day. 

The President's statement was rhetorical, understandably, but it 
was an important statement from the leader of our country. The 
fact that he stood there forthrightly talking to the children was an 
admirable thing for him to do, and I appreciate your candor in 
stating it unequivocally. 

I do want to, however, get to some of the questions that were ad- 
dressed in the GAO report that has been alluded to here today by 
the ranking member, Mr. Goodling, who entered it into the record. 
I think that those who were listening in the audience today should 
know some of what was stated in that report, although it was ad- 
mittedly incomplete, because the legal questions that were ad- 
dressed seem to be more appropriately addressed to the White 
House. Indeed, the last paragraph of the report indicates that GAO 
cannot answer the question of the propriety of the award of the 
contract by the White House without more data, and indicates that 
the data, or those responses will be coming from the White House. 

But I think it is important for us to note what GAO's letter says 
about your Department. And in several instances, only one of 
which I will refer to at this time, it indicates that your Department 
seemed to have acted completely and consistently within the letter 
of the law. 

For example, the speech itself— and I am quoting now— 'and the 
use of the Department's funds to support it, including the cost of 
the production contract, appeared to be legal." 

And this is the point I wish you, Mr. Secretary, to respond to. if 
you so choose. The President's speech also does not appear to have 
violated the restrictions on the use of appropriations for publicity 
and propaganda, according to page three of the letter. 

That is followed by a reference to the Economy Act and that the 
transfer of funds contained in the interagency agreements between 
the White House and the Department were proper. 

I would just like to give you the opportunity, Mr. Secretary, to 
address those issues as they have been laid out here from your own 
Department's perspective. 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you very much. I am not going to 
try to be the General Counsel for the Department. 

Mrs. Roukema. I understand. 
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Secretary Alexander. Because what we would do in this case is 
make sure before we do it that we are within the laws that you 
have enacteH and the appropriations bills that you have enacted. 

I think tht -hort answer to your question would be, we are di- 
rected by law to inform the public and to do everything we can to 
help improve the quality of education, working with students, 

^"vVe^ask specific permission in the Economy Act to transfer funds 
appropriated to us, which has been done, to other Federal entities 
for the purpose of carrying out our mission. So, I don t think tnere 
is any doubt in the world that it was absolutely appropriate and 
legal for the Departmer ^ to help pay for a speech by the President 
of the United States to American school children about the value 

°Sn^fact several people have said, if we weren't doing that, I think 
we would be legitimately subject to a great deal of criticism for just 
sitting there and not caring very much. 
Mrs. RouKEMA. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

I do believe that it was important to get your response on the 
record. There is a clear indication, both from your response, al- 
though you are not the legal counsel for the Department, and cer- 
tainly from the way that GAO has, based on the evidence at hand, 
exonerated your Department, that there was scrupulous attention 
to the legalities here. Clearly, this was not a frivolous decision on 
your part, and I think that it is very important for you to make 

this point on the record. „ , , i • u 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you. The legal counsel is here, Mr. 

Chairman, if you would like to hear from him. 
Mrs. RouKEMA. Thank you, Mr. Chairman 

Chairman Ford. I don'^t think the gentlelady from New Jersey 
was here when we started this morning, but I started out with a 
statement pointing out that the GAO was unaWe, as of now, to give 
us a GAO report, so there is no GAO report. There was a prelimi- 
nary letter explaining to me what they were doing, and the next 
step in that process was the interview that was scheduled tor yes- 
terday with legal counsel in the White House, and they were put 
off by the White House when they arrived for the interv.e v; they 
were told the legal counsel was on a plane going to California, he is 
too busy to see him, send us a letter with questions, and we will 

^So, when the letter gets answered, the GAO will give us a/eport 
and I stated on the record, before the Secretary started that I tu ly 
expected that that GAO report was going to say that, under the 
present status of the law, the transfer of education funds to the 
White House was legal. , ,. . ,f 

I will make the point now in case you missed it earlier today, it 
the present status of the law makes this kmd of a transfer legal, 1 
am going to try to change the law. , ^ v • • i„*„ 

And then the gentlelady can choose up sides about how mviolate 
we want to make money that we fight and shed blood for to get 
sent to the Education Department, only to have it sent down to 
supplant the money that we have already sent for communications 
to the White House. 
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I would feel the same as if it was being used over here fc any 
member of this committee. That is the question, not whether it is 
legal. I never have suggested at any stage that it was illegal; I just 
suggest that it is improper, that it is not good sense. 

The Secretary and I disagree on that. I see consistently, every- 
body on this side of the aisle is agreeing with the Secretary, that 
diverting funds from education to hire an outside contractor to 
produce a film is a proper diversion of those funds, 

I have no question that we are going to get an opinion that says 
there was no law broken, there was nobody going to jail, nobody is 
going to be compelled to pay back the money. I am considering two 
things. 

I just asked Mr. Petri if he would support me when the appropri- 
ate authorization bill comes up with an amendment to pay back 
the Department of Education, $26,750 from the communications ac- 
count in the White House where the money should have come from 
in the first place. 

The other way to do it, and I have already had some conversa- 
tion with members of both parties on the Appropriations CJommit- 
tee, is tighter language to indicate that neither the Department or 
any other department can willy-nilly change the purpose, as Con- 
gress perceives it, when it appropriate^ the money to a different 
purpose because it somehow generally fits the vision of the people 
in the Department of what their mission is. 

I don't agree, Mrs. Roukema, with the Secretary. I don't suggest 
that the Secretary is acting with the slightest scintilla of bad faith 
in this matter. I don't accuse anybody of anything. I just suggest 
that it is bad judgment exercised by somebody along the line and I 
would like to see it changed. 

Now that is where we are. 

Mrs. Roukema. Mr. Chairman 

Chairman Ford. Nobody is accusing the Department of doing 
anything illegal. 

Mrs. Roukema. Mr. Chairman, I understand that, and there was 
no inference in my statement that you or any individual member 
of this committee was alleging illegal conduct. 

I made it clear that in my judgment and the judgment of the 
Secretary, that the President s appearance was positive and appro- 
priate. I used that word "judgment," and it is subjective here. 
There is no question about that. 

However, that has been an underlying implication all along, as 
evidenced by the fact that we have asked for a GAO study as to 
whether or not there were any illegal improprieties. It is, there- 
fore, not only appropriate, it is incumbent upon us to get on the 
record, not only GAO's letter but also some of the statements ar- 
ticulated from GAO's letter, and I see nothing wrong with that. 

I think indeed that we would be derelict in our duty— in fact, 
prejudicial, if we had not given the Secretary the opportunity to re- 
spond in specific — to the specific statements in the GAO letter. 

Also, I hope you were listening, when I alluded to the fact that 
these questions are more appropriately addressed to the White 
House and that, according to GAO's letter, the White House will be 
giving us a report. 
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So I don't see that you and I have any disagreement here, except 
to the degree that we judge whether it is appropriate for the Presi- 
dent of the United States to tell school children, even under these 
circumstances, in a live broadcast that they ought to stay in school 
and not use drugs. 

That is a judgment call as to whether or not that is a proper ex- 
penditure of funds; I recognize that. But I don't want you to think 
that in any way I was questioning your intentions here. I think it 
is perfectly legitimate for a wide disagreement on the judgment of 
who is tri\dalizing education. 

When we get down to the question of how funds can be used, 
that is another question. But clearly the GAO letter addressed 
itself to the legalities, and I thought the Secretary should have the 
opportunity to respond. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman 

Chairman Ford. Mr. Sawyer. 

Mr. Sawyer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and then thank you, 
Mr. Secretary, for being here todav. . ^, 

I think it is important to go back to the statements that the 
Chairman made at the beginning. I recall vividly the morning that 
we came in here, and the Chairman turned to me and asked me 
whether I had seen the morning paper, and I hadn't. 

It wasn't our chairman, it wasn't this committee, it was a news- 
paper report of the use of those funds that raised and called into 
question the subject that we discuss here today. 

And so in that sense, I don't think any of us are here to trivialize 
education, nor do I think that the President's message trivialized 
education, nor do I think that the questions that we raise today tri- 
vializes education. What we are talking about is symbol and sub- 

The Chairman just discussed in some detail the sense some of us 
had about the use of Department funds versus the use of White 
House funds, but none of that is to suggest that the message of the 
President was not impoitant. 

It is important to all of us; it is important to every school child 
across the Nation; it may be more important to the parents pt 
those school children who need to reinforce that message day m 

and day out. , • • 

It occurs to me that if members of this committee whose mission 
and purpose and commitment to education is every bit as strong as 
yours, and as the President's, were to use official funds, that that 
use of funds would be called into question just as one newspaper 
and others did the use of Department of Education funds a few 

weeks ago. . v . u n 

I am not here to question whether it is legal. It might be allow- 
able; it might not. It surely would be questioned if we were to do 

that. * J T T J 

It is as important that we communicate that. And if i do any- 
thing in closing, Mr. Secretary, it is to thank you for being here 
today so that we, all of us, can demonstrate that common commit- 
ment to education in this country. , . . , 

It is every bit as fundamental to our leadership in the next cen- 
tury as it has been in defining American leadership in this coun- 
try, 



ERIC 



3S 



36 



Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you, Mr. Sawyer. I appreciate your 
comments. This committee has before it, as soon as it finishes talk- 
ing about whether it is appropriate for the President of the United 
States to address the school children of America and for the De- 
partment of Education to help buy the cameras for that time, a 
great amount of very important education legislation that will help 
transform this country's education system that could help children 
and about whether there is a good amount of bipartisan agreement. 

And I don't want to say anything or do anything here today that 
would make that more difficult to achieve. But one of the things I 
don't want to come out of this is, I don't want this sort of discus- 
sion in any way to make more difficult for me to get the President 
of the United States to go speak to school children about education. 
He should be doing that. 

And we don't send smoke signals anymore. We don't send mes- 
sages by telegraph or wireless. We use a microphone and a camera. 
Those are the bully pulpits. And I wouldn't want anything to be 
said here today that would make any of you think twice about 
walking onto the House floor where you have your own production 
facilities which you pay for — it comes out of there junt like you 
want it, and make a one-minute speech about the value of educa- 
tion or go down to your own House recording studio. 

I wish all of you won Id do that, and I wish you would take the 
video of what the Pre xdent said and take it back to your District 
and give it to people. 

And your law specifically authorizes our Department to transfer 
funds to any other department that can help us carry out our mis- 
sion. So I don't want to slow any of you down in using your bully 
pulpits, because Congressmen have bully pulpits, too, and I hope 
you and the President both use them in exactly the way the Presi- 
dent did. 

Mr. Sawyer. Mr. Secretary, I raise only the question that if we 
were to do precisely that, that the use of those funds in that way 
would be called into question. 

Secretary Alexander. If you went to the House Recording Studio 
and made a video about education and sent it back to your district? 

Mr. Sawyer. And used it in precisely the same way with outside 
production companies, we would be called into deep question. I am 
not suggesting that we ought to do that. 

Secretary Alexander. Mr. Sawyer, you have an outside produc- 
tion company, it is called the House Recording Studio, which 
spends ;$1 million a year. 

Mr. Sawyer. I beg to differ with you. If we were to go out and 
hire an outside contractor that would be called campaigning. I am 
not trying to call into question the judgment that was used in this. 

The question is whether the same standards of judgment are 
being used in terms of evaluating the importance and the means of 
delivering exactly the same message. 

I am not — I didn't come here to raise a matter of difference; I 
came here to suggest that in this Member's view, that your motive 
was sound; only that this has been called into question by others. 
We are familiar with how that works. We are called into question 
absolutely every day for efforts of this kind. 
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T wish that we could simply get on to exactly what you are talk- 
ing Sut ™?rK w th as mich attention as tW proceedings are 
SsW ak^ach of us works to find that common grounds on the 
le&n that is going to follow us immediately after these pro- 
ceedings are done. 

yc^Tt^i?r°^i^~ ^^^^^^^ you ought to let one stot7 in a 
ne^^J^^set^^ agenda of this many important people is a pretty 

^'Mr'^SAWYER Mr Secretary, I apparently am only angering you 
and i apdo^ze for that, that not been my purpo^;^U"«t 
sily tKKat the message, whether 

dert or from Members of Congress, is equally impoi-tant, and that 
fh. h^Jt tSe that we can do from this point forward is to demon- 
strate tU—^^^^^^ ought to be a part of that common effort, 
rhairman Ford, Mr. Gunderson. 
Mr SER^SS. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman 
Mr Secretary, welcome, and based on the first ajfcusswn, i 
would h^ that'we would quickly pass a resolution in this^m^^^^ 
tee SkinK the appropriation conferees who are "\ee*^"g,S^ fnr 
^ur funling bm^orLcal year 1992 ^ at the>Mnf^^^^^^^^ 
a recording studio at the Department of Education so that next 

''roXfl^^E.SrZn^^^^^ and I are sometimes 

frilndlv Trtne?s r behd of education, and those who have 
watehed Js over the years have seen that sometimes we are friend- 
rytmbatentlTn the a^ of political. Philosophical differ^c^s. 
^ThS is one of tlxose times., Althougli I have to say I ^f^^ ^ 
what the Chairman said in his 0P«"J"gJ,^r^!^^^^^ 

^^-f^isT^^^^^^ 

tr^ and ealourthat thf President has gotten£^^^^^^^ 

the area of education than we ourselves, and I think we all ougnt 

^'nhKtgK take a look at exactly what we have before 

us and fhe fact !s that we are talking ^K^raf 1991 app^^^^^^^^^^^ 
of the entire Department of Education fiscal year 1991 approprm 

th"prew)us administration for its benign "eg^^^* "^^^JS 

we gather tS criticize them for the use of P"l> « f™^. _ ^ 

Statements this morning would, suggest that PerbaP^ tm^^^^ 

»"«w*aS!'effilS''S'n of this committee today that 
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room and then we convene a 2 hour hearing to criticize the Presi- 
dent of the United States for spending 60 percent of that to speak 
to 110,000 schools. 

We ought to be embarrassed for this kind of conduct. If it were 
not f the fact that as soon as this part of the hearing is going to 
be concluded we will move on to a bipartisan effort for educational 
reform, I would have moved to adjourn this hearing at the begin- 
ning, because we don't look good when we practice this kind of 
action while America's children are waiting for us to do something 
real about education. 

Thank you. 

Mr. KiLDEE. [presiding] Mr. Payne? 
Mr. Payne. Thank you very much. 

I too wish that we could get this much attention to the delibera- 
tions that we have been doing in the past few weeks. But I person- 
ally thing that it ivS good for the President to speak out. I think 
that it is good for him to certainly emphasize education, to tell kids 
to stay in school and work hard, because he is very persuasive. 

We have seen that very, very vividly in the last three or four 
days. The fact that — and you mention the nice note you received 
from a youngster from Topeka reminding me of the 1954 Supreme 
Court decision, because it was the Board of Education of Topeka 
versus Brown or just reversed, and in that it said that separate but 
equal was unconstitutional. But therefore, going back to 1896, it 
said separate but equal was constitutional. 

Governtr Kerner, in his commission report in the late 19608, said 
that we have two societies, one equal, certainly unequal, ore black, 
one white, one rich, one poor, but definitely unequal. And then I 
think that I say all that to say that when Representative Hayes 
talked about the need for inner city schools to be improved, you 
said well, you are right. And we got the answer. 

What is the answer? Choice. Why? Because a poor kid from inner 
city Chicago can get out to suburban — the county there in Chicago 
to go to another school district, and therefore, he has choice. That 
parent could certainly get that kind maybe to some private school 
somewhere down the road. 

But when we look at the Kerner commission report, when we 
look at 1896, separate but equal, we haven't even reached separate 
but equal, and I say all that to say that it is like a city not really 
enforcing its codes of housing. 

You say, well, if you have a house that is disrepair and falling 
down, just simply move, go and move to a better house, rather than 
thinking about what can we do to have endorsement to prevent the 
house that has deteriorated from falling down? 

And that is why I have a problem with this whole question of 
choice. The simple thing is to say well — they talked about it, a lot 
of people talked about it, why don't you simply let those few par- 
ents have enough initiative to go and just pick any private, para 
chial, public school, wherever. That all sounds great. 

But why do we abandon the basic problem of seeing what we can 
do to correct the schools that are not working? What are we going 
to do about the inequity, the inequities in funding as Governor 
Florio tried to do in New Jersey. He said from the 150 richest dis- 
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tricts, he said, let's roll the money into the lower ones, and it went 

"°So^my point is that this question of choice is not really dealing 
with the issue. The issue is that you have got school, and 1 think 
Jonathan Kozol from the book of "American School, Savage Inequi- 
ties" said that, for example, there is a school district right in New 
Jersey, one pays $7,300 per pupil per year, the other in Camden 
pays $3,500 per year. , . w „ 

Now when we go through testing, we have national testing. 
When we have this program, we know that the kids in Princeton at 
the $7,300 a year school are certainly going to probably score twice 
as high as those kids at the $3,500 Camden school. 

So to get back to the persuasiveness, why don t we use the per- 
suasion to talk about how we can make all schools better Why 
have people abandoned those schools that need help and let them, 1 
guess, die, rather than to try to improve or correct it. 

So I think that choice is definitely not the way to go. One or two 
might escape out. How does a kid from downtown inner city 
Newark get up to Montclair every morning? It is impractical; it 
makes no sense, because the basic problems of those people who 
are entrapped in poverty simply does not mitigate to them going to 
finding a way to get a kid up to some school and get them back. 

And so I just simply say that to say that when Representative 
Hayes said that he felt that this choice was not the way to go and 
you said, oh, no, as a matter of fact, you turned his speaking 
around to say that he therefore supports the Choice system, bure. 

f think that what we need to do, as I said, and I will conclude, is 
that we need to see how we can improve the quality of education, 
rather than to use some words, buzz words that make it appear as 
though that is the salvation of the system. u 

It isn't; and I think that we are really running from the basic 
issue of inequity, separate and unequal schools, and we are not 
really dealing with the basic problem of education m this country 
in my opinion. , . , , ^, ^ , „ , , 

Secretary Alexander. Mr. Chairman, I know that you have a lot 
of important work before you, and I would, you know, I would 
enjoy discussing these issues; I don't want to show any lack ot re- 
spect for Mr. Payne's comments. But if yra would like for me to, 1 
will be extr'^mely brief in my remark., so that you can go on 
through the other members of the committee and get on to other 

^^rRpreciate what you are saying. The only summary I ^ould 
make would be, number one, in Memphis, I know where, for the 
last 10 years, have been expanding the choice of schools. They were 
able, working together with the NAACP and the Federal court, to 
expand Choice for all children. . , 

It actually reduced the amount of across-town bussing and they 
saved the money, put it into academic programs, drew more people 
back into the public schools, and transported every child who had a 
transportation problem. . l ^■ ^ (rmnnn « 

And of course a poor mother who might be making $10,UUU a 
year does have a choice of colleges that she might go to or a techni- 
cal institute she might go to to get a better job, she has a choice of 
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day care centers using Federal money and we think she might 
have the broader choice. 

Mr. KiLDEE. The Chair will rotate back and forth between Demo- 
crats and Republicans, will also attempt to call on Members in 
their order of arrival. 

Mr. Armey? 

Mr. Armey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, as an economist who enjoyed public choice the.ry, 
this 18 a fascinating debate for me to be able to participate with 
you because yesterday Ronald Cease, one of our leaders in public 
choice theory, just got a Nobel Award for economics. 

So I would like to put this in a bit of perspective. The Chairman 
raised a fascinating public choice question which was what is the 
propriety of using public funds for what may be a political purpose. 

One also has to ask the question, is it possible for people in 
public office to use public funds and there not be a political side 
effect? 

The first axiom of politics taught to me by my first political con- 
sultant was that good policy makes good politics. 

.1 fact, the President proved that on October 1 with that very 
inspiring speech to our Nation's young people to tell them yes, you 
are important; yes, we care; yes, we want the best for you. 

It did, in fact, end up being good politics, as well as good policy, 
and that, of course, is what is so annoying the Democrats in Con- 
gress. 

But there is another question I would like to address. Is it possi- 
ble that bad policy might make good politics? And to get some in- 
sight into that question, I would like to look at the behavior of this 
committee. 

This committee has held 18 field hearings across this country so 
far this year at a total cost of $32,840.71, most of that cost being for 
travel expenses for Members of Congress and staff. 

Now, a field hearing may or may not contribute insight and un- 
derstanding into the policy agenda under consideration, but it is 
clear that it is good politics. 

, j"^* a moment to read where these hearings were 

held: Flint, Michigan; Kansas City, Missouri; New York City; Van- 
couver, Washington; >.kron, Ohio; Pleasant Hill, California; Ann 
Arbor, Michigan; New Brunswick, New Jersey; New York, New 
York; Raleigh, North Carolina; Hilo, Hawai?.; Great Falls, Montana; 
Madison, Wisconsin; Houston, Texas; South Bend, Indiana; New 
Orleans, Louisiana; Los Angeles, California; each of these States 
having, of course, critical educa on concerns as every site in Amer- 
ica does, but having something in addition to that which attracted 
this committee to that particular site, which is a Member of this 
committee representing that site. 

I will tell you that field hearings are political dog and pony 
shows on behalf of the committee member in whose district the 
hearing 's held. That is 32,840 additional dollars which could have 
paid for unemployment benefits or student tuition fees. 

Now another example of bad policy being good poHtics, which I 
was amazed at occurred in 1988. Nobody on this committee object- 
ed to the fact that the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Perkins, 
brought a technical crew to this chamber during a committee mark 
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up on the minimum wage bill, and they positioned their camera 
immediately in front of him and filmed his campaign commercial. 
In it he offered in the most eloquent language I have heard him 
use in this committee, an amendment to raise the minimum wage 
to $5 

And it certainly must have been good politics because the com- 
mittee took the bait. They voted for a $4 increase in the minimum 
wage, and it became necessary for the committee later in conter- 
ence to get it back to the amount the committee really had intend- 

^\nd nobody in this committee had one bit of concern about using 
this committee's time or the resources of this committee to make 
that campaign commercial. , ^, . i *u 

So I would like to suggest, Mr. Chairman, another lesson, this 
time not from a famous economist, Ronald Coase, but trom a 
famous Texas personality, Jerry Jeff Walker, who had a wonderful 
mng entitled The Pot Cannot Call the Kettle Black. 

i thank you for your forebearance with this committee. 

Thank you. . . i 

Mr. Perkins. Mr. Chairman, could I just interject here, since my 

name has been used. r i.u i 

Mr. KiLDEE. [presiding] The Chair will announce for the sake ot 
both the Secretary's schedule and the agenda of this committee 
that the Chair will now invoke, beginning on the Democratic side, 
the 5 minute rule. u • 4. 

So I think that is fair to everybody, and Mrs. Unsoeld is the next 

°"Mr. Martinez. Wnit a minute. You said Mr. Martinez after Mr. 

Payne. , i.v . o 

Mr. KiLDEE. Mr. Perkins, do you want to do that now.' 

Mr. Perkins. He's quite incorrect, though; I think it would have 
been a wonderful idea. And I am quite frankly sorry that I didn t 
get in here to talk about the idea that we should have workers paid 
in America more than they presently are and that the amount that 
we are presently paying them under the present minimum wage is 
insufficient. ^ , ^. , , „ 

I quite agree with that statement. And next time we have such a 
thing, I will try to make sure that we do indeed have a camera 
crew here so that we can talk about your side of the issue. 

And I thank the distinguished gentleman. 

Mr. KiLDEE. Mrs. Unsoeld. 

Mrs. Unsoeld. Thank you, Mr, Chairman. 

I thought that the contents of the President's speech were very 
good. But now rather than to hundreds of thousands of school kids, 
I would like his next speech to be to the millions of people ot this 

^° And^I would like to have him say that because, and quoting from 
your written statement, because "the best education system in the 
world is more important to our Nation's future than having the 
strongest system of industrial production or even the strongest 
military." that the President would go before the millions of people 
of this country and urge them to back an additiona revenue source 
to pay tor such an education program or the transfer from savings 
in the military to pay for it. 
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That would be a terrific speech. 
Thank you. 

Secretary Alexander. Thank you. . , • 

I think I should only say one thing. I would love for the televi- 
sion networks to deem a speech on education of equal importance 
to a speech on defense, and I agree for once to carry it when the 
President makes it, which so far they haven't done. 

And second, I think the President will do that, although most of 
the funding will come from State and local governments. 

Education funding has increased most rapidly there. We now 
spend about $400 billion on education, about $300 billion on nation- 
al defense. Most of the defense, of course, comes from there; and 
most of the education comes from there. 

Mr. KiLDEE. Mr. Fawell? 

Mr. Fawell. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I sit here in wonderment because Mr. Secretary, your comments, 
I think, are absolutely appropriate. j r j 

The issue here is whether or not what was done is good tor edu- 
cation, is appropriate for the Department, and appropriate for the 
PrGsidGiit. 

And I almost feel that no one has to say anything more than 
that It seems to me so self-evident that to utilize what we call the 
bully pulpit of the presidency is good. I think we can go back to a 
Nation at risk. And, in so many other ways, the Federal Govern- 
ment has to a great degree changed attitudes and made sugges- 
tions. . . J 

I think that what was done was so very, very appropriate. 1 guess 
Shakespeare said evil is in the eye of the beholder; and so is poll- 
tics. 

The Chairman is a very articulate and capable man. He said it 
was tainted by White House operatives. There were munchkins 
talking to munchkins. It is propaganda. It is politics. This just 
wows me when I hear things like this. 

We ought not to be spending our time, and you should not have 
to be coming up to Capitol Hill to engage in something like this 
And then we talk about what the $26,000 spent, my God, what that 
has done to the budget, how terrible. 

Last week I suggested on the floor of the House that we take 
$250 million that is being taken from the General Fund and being 
utilized for demonstration projects back home for the benetit ot 
many, many Members of this Congress; and you would think 1 was 
suggesting that a crime be perpetrated. , u 

And we stole from the General Fund, even though we have 
coming up next week $6 to $7 billion of entitlement pork in demon- 
stration projects. . 11 

Now how can this Congress spend our time on something like 
this. And I will agree with the Chairman in onlv one area, as Mr. 
Gunderson said, when he said he's saddened by this hearing. 

I rest my case with what I have said. But I appreciate very much 
your coming up here, and I hope you don't have to be dragged up 
here again— not dragged, you came willingly, to your credit, and 
have to go through this again. 

And I hope the people that view this, this particular appropria- 
tion, I guess there is a lesson for all of us to learn here. And I 



EMC 



4S 



think I know what 90 percent of the people who see it, the kinds of 
conclusions they will draw. , 

That is all I have to say. And again, thank you for being here. 

Mr. KiLDEE. Mr. Serrano? 

Mr. Serrano. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I, like so many other people, am not going to get involved m the 
issue of what is legal and what is illegal. I leave that to people who 
are lawyers, I am not one. .... j 

I am concerned about the message that the admmistration and 
the Department is trying to get across to the American people and 
to children everywhere. 

And with that in mind, I have done— 1 have done very little re- 
search, but the information I have is that the Alice Deal School is 
not your typical district school. 

In fact, it wouldn't be considered your typical urban school suf- 
fering the pains and the difficulties that most urban schools experi- 

6nC6. 

We know that we live in a society where there are numbers, 
large numbers of schools in districts throughout this country that 
are doing well. 

And there are schools throughout this country that are not doing 
well, children in those areas, in many cases are forgotten. 

When we speak about a better education for your children, cer- 
tainly I am speaking about two things: Maintaining the quality, 
the good quality we have in some places and improving on it; and 
then trying to do something about the embarrassing situation of 
children in areas like the South Bronx who, in many ways can be 
compared to children in developing nations or in Third World na- 
tions in terms of how they live. 

I am very concerned about the message that the Department is 
trying to bring across. Is it a message that states, we have serious 
problems and this is what we intend to do; or is it a message that 
says, most of this Nation is doing well? , „ u 

With that in mind, I would like to ask you, Mr. Secretary, how 
this school was selected, whether it was done by the President, the 
administration, or your department? 

Secondly, why you discounted or did you at all ever consider a 
school, for instance, in my district where a class is held in a closet 
rather than a classroom; a school in my district where a class is 
held on the stairways, on the up stairway, having moved from last 
year's down staircase; a school where you could find a leaky roof 
right over the blackboard and the teacher having to spend half her 
day as a janitor and the other half as a teacher. 

It would seem to me that that would be a more direct statement 
about the conditions of schools and education for many children in 

this country. , , i i j 

And so my question to you is how was this school selected and 
what would have been the problem with putting on tape, on TV to 
the media this kind of a situation that I have in the poorest con- 
gressional district in the Nation, and that Mr. Hayes has in the 
other poorest congressional district in the Nation, and not the 
kinds of schools that we seem to think when we see on TV exists 
throughout this country? 
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Secretary Alexander, Well, thank you for the question. I guess 
that is just a judgment question. If we were to televise what was 
going on in Congress, for example, we could make a decision to find 
something that was unflattering and talk about it. 

Mr. Serrano. That is always done. 

Secretary Alexander. Or we could try to focus on, as many 
Members were talking about, the hard work that goes on here, the 
late nights that are spent here, the constituent calls that are re- 
turned, the people that are helped. 

We are very much aware that there are children growing up 
very much at risk. A lot of those children go to Alice Deal School. 

I was there at that school That is not a school for only children 
of great advantage. It is a public school. It is here in the District of 
Columbia, but it is a good school. 

And what we like to do whenever we are talking about education 
if we can is to catch teachers and parents and students doing 
things right instead of catching them doing things wrong. 

So if the President is going to go to a school and talk to school 
children about taking control of their lives and staying in school 
and keeping violence out of the school and drugs out of the school, 
I think it is good for him to pick a school that is working hard and 
trying to do well. 

I don't think there is one single public school in the District of 
Columbia that doesn't have its share of pro! ' iis, that doesn't have 
a large number of the students there from families who are poor, 
who need reduced lunches or free lunches; and that would be true 
at Alice Deal, too. 

So I think it was a good choice. The President has bi?en, I think, 
to 38 different schools at least. He has done a variety of things. 
Oft^n we go to a variety of different places. 

But we are not trying to put people down; we are trying to lift 
people up. So we thought it would be good to select a public school 
in the District nearby that would reduce the expense of going out 
of town and show a good school, one that is doing things right, pat 
the teacher on the back, encourage the students, set a good exam- 
ple. Sometimes that helps. 

Mr. Serrano. Well, Mr. Secretary, I don^t want to take too much 
time, because I know my colleagues also want to have an opportu- 
nity to speak to you and ask you some questions. 

But let me just say that the reason I mention the word *'mes- 
sage" is because while on one hand I expect and even understand 
your desire to put the best side for public view, I think in terms of 
sending a message to students, the Depaitment, I am not going to 
speak to the President now because that is his decision. 

The Department could send a stronger message if he, the Presi- 
dent, said to children who are at risk or in the process of failing, I 
am here in your environment, and I am telling you that even in 
this environment, we can succeed. And I, as your President, am 
telling ou that even here with this leaky roof top, we are commit- 
ted to turning this situation around. 

Now, there is an importance in saying I did this and I did that 
and this is the best that we have got. We know that. But I think 
what is going to bring us down as a Nation, if education is what 
brings us down, is not schools like Alice Deal. 
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It is a PS whatever, and out of respect for them, I won't mention 
them in my district because they are hurting enough without me 
mentioning them over and over. . ... j 

But they are not hurt if they have the President visit them and 
say there is a commitment in this country that I am going to lead 
to turn t^is roof around, to turn this closet around, to turn this 
teaching in a bathroom around, because that cannot be tolerated in 

this country. , , i. • i. j t 

And so in conclusion, I understand what he was trying to do. l 
understand what the Department is trying to do. I do it a lot 
myself. I speak at a lot of schools. „ . , , ^ , u j i 
I guess the difference between the President and I, besides a mil- 
lion other reasons, is that he can choose an Alice Deal school; 1 
cannot find one in my district. 

Secretary Alexander. Well, I will not prolong this except to say 
that if the principal of Alice Deal school or Mayor Dixon or any- 
body elbe who knows as much about that school are watching, they 
would be getting in line to come down here and remind you and 
me that there are many children in that school who are at nsk; 
that it is a public school in the District of Columbia; that there are 
a great many problems there that are in your district or in urban 

This is a country that grew up reading the Little Engine That 
Ck)uld. We could go around asking kids to read the Little Engine 
That Couldn't and remind them of how hard things are. 

We want to be honest about how hard things are, but we also 
want to call attention to schools, especially public schools in big 
cities like the District of Columbia, that are in the midst of prob- 
lems, finding a way to succeed. 

Chairman Ford. Mr. Henry. 

Mr. Henry. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. mu- • * i 

Mr. Secretary, welcome. I am pleased you are here. Ihis is truly 
an historic committee meeting. , , ,^ u u t 

And rather than suggest that the media shouldn t be here, 1 
think it is fully appropriate that they are. I am pleased that we 
have CNN and some of the networks. I trust we have the Washing- 
ton Post, the New York Times, because this is an historic event. 

In fact, one of the reasons I am here and made an effort to be 
here with many others as well is never before in the 203 years ol 
this Congress has a hearing been held on a more trivial matter. 

And you were honored, of course, to be a participant m this cha- 
rade. We have in the House of Representatives not only our own 
internal recording and broadcast capacities, we have what is called 
the Office of House Historian. „ . , , . ^ i.u u 

And a senior staff member is the official historian of the House 
of Representatives, Dr. Raymond Smock, and I have made a formal 
request to Dr. Smock to see if he can document in the 203 year his- 
tory of this institution any hearing which was more trivial or bla- 
tantly politically motivated than that which we are experiencing 

*°lJnfortunately, his research is not yet complete, and I have not 
yet received a written response from the historian's office. 

It is right that the media is covering it, and I hope they do be- 
cause I think the public can see through this sham. 
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You talk about $26,000 was expended to get the lighting, the 
technical support and the broadcast and the relay to reach 110,000 
school buildings in America on what is the critical domestic issue 
facing this country, even more than health care. 

In fact, over 70 percent of the American public says that this 
Nation needs fundamental reform and restructuring of its educa- 
tional system. 

That is a higher percentage than would agree to the statement 
relative to health care as serious as the health care delivery crisis 
and cost containment issues are in this country. 

This country faces 800,000 high school dropouts a year. Of the 
high school graduates each year, 800,000 are deemed to be function- 
ally illiterate. This Nation is the last of the 16 industrialized na- 
tions in the competency of its graduates in math and science. 

When we deal with violence and drugs, a young person of school 
age is more likely to be victimized by violence on the school 
grounds than of the school grounds in his or her lifetime. 

Spending for K-12 education on a per capita fully inflationary 
adjusted basis has increased 30 years — 30 percent, 30 percent in the 
last 10 years, while outputs in achievement have been in decline, 

I want to commend the President for forcing the issue. I want to 
commend you, Mr. Secretary, for forcing the issue. And I want to 
thank the media for being here, because I think the public is smart 
enough to see through this for what it is. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back. 

Chairman Ford. Mr. Andrews. 

Mr. Andrews. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary, for being with us this morning. Mr. 
Secretary, your reputation on both sides of the aisle is that you are 
a person of good faith and integrity and great talent, and I think 
that your justification of this this morning has done nothing to de- 
tract from that. 

And I thank you for the comments that you have offered. I also 
think there is a concensus or both sides of the aisle that if educa- 
tional policy was a matter of a partneisbip between this committee 
and you and your Department with v minor supporting role from 
the committee from the other body, the countiy would be well 
served. 

I do want to examine a little bit about how this decision was 
made, though, because some of us have some concerns about the 
extent to which educational policy is being driven by you in the ad- 
ministration and to what ext:?nt it is being driven by some others, 
or maybe driven by some others. 

Whose idea was it to have the President give the speech? 

Secretary Alexander. I would like to say it was mine. I think it 
was the idea of a lot of people. We have concluded that changing 
attitudes is the most important thing we have to do, and we look 
for ways to communicate attitudes about — to cause people to see 
the size of the skills and knowledge gap, to see how archaic the 
schools are, to see how the children are growing up differently, to 
see that adults need to go back to school. 

So we are constantly thinking of ways to do that. The most obvi- 
ous communicator is the President of the United States, which is 
the major value of his trying to be the education President. 
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I remember one full discussion of exactly this subject, and, in 
fact I brought my notes this morning about exactly what could the 
President do to try to increase the level of interest m education, to 

^^AndThfs^was conducted on July the 29th of this year by the 
President's Education Advisory Committee, which includes the 
president of the National PTA, the president of the NEA, the presi- 
dent of the American Federation of Teachers, and there were eight 
or ten suggestions about what the President himselt might do. 

He might teach a class. He might give a back-to-school message, 
was what Senator Bacchus said, who was there. 

And then the president of the National PTA, Ann Lynch, said, 
well, that would be a good idea, just remember that when he does 
the back-to-school message, that some schools go year round. 

And then the group of educators and citizens and others began to 
talk about what he might say. 

Mr Andrews. Mr. Secretary, if I might interrupt. 

Secretary Alexander. I am just trying to answer your question. 

Mr. Andrews. You said it may have been your idea. Whose was 

'^'Secretary Alexander. There were 20 to 25 most distinguished 
colleagues and business leaders in America convened there, and 
they were all talking about it suggesting what he might say, ta k 
about learning for the sake of learning when he did, he might talk 
about understanding and knowing how to use information. 

So the idea, I v/ould say, came from a large variety of people. 1 
wish I could take full credit for it. , . . „ t 

Roger Porter at the White House was also in that meeting, i 
would like to claim it was my idea, but I think there were a lot ot 

"^^^ Andrews. Did the decision to expend or transfer the Depart- 
ment funds originate with the Department or the White Hojjse. 

Secretary Alexander. I think the White House asked for that, 
but we discussed how we would— when he came to a conclusion to 
do this, we took the idea of the White House. 

After the meeting of the President's Advisory Commission, 1 re- 
member I went to a meeting and talked to several people at the 
White House that wanted the President to do this. 

We all agreed that it would be one of the best things he could do. 
And when we agreed to make the recommendation, we basically 
asked the White House to take care of arranging for the President 

*^wV!i^ould take care of getting the President to the schools, and if 
I am not mistaken, the White House then requested that we trans- 
fer the money, because— and I can give you the reason why 

Because we had asked CNN If they would cover it and they said 
they would and only for themselves. 

Mr. Andrews. Thoy are alike, we understand. 

Secretary Alexander. Most schools aren t hooked up to tJNW, so 
we asked PBS then if they would also do it, and CNN said if they 
both do it, we won't pay for the production costs. 

So it would have been like making a telephone call without a 
telephone. 

So we paid for the telephone. 
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M**. Andrews. Do you know who authorized the decision or re- 
quested the money be transferred? 
Secretary Alexander. I do not. 

Mr. Andrews. The reason I ask these questions, I take it, and I 
think the committee takes, the absolute face value your assurances 
the principle reasons you have given for this speech are, in fact leg- 
islation, yes. / 

Secretary Alexander. Yes. 

Mr. Andrews. No question about that. 

I am concerned when I read a statement like this, and I hope you 
would join us in trying to get assurances this statement doesn't 
come to pass. 

This is from The New York Times of October 6, and is an article 
by Gwen Ifil from The New York Times talking about this issue. 

Let me read from it for a moment and then ask if you would 
enlist with us in preventing the result. 

It is talking about the visit in which the President talked to 
school children who had been advised to wear soft-soled shoes that 
would not make distracting noise. 

This was taped by a private production firm paid with $26,750 in 
Federal f^: ids. 

The visit of the broadcast live by CNN and Public Broadcasting 
Service stations and the tape was made available to other net- 
works. 

Presidential spokesman Marlin Fitzwater said the event was not 
electioneering, but he also said the White House would not hesitate 
to use the footage for political purposes if it was deemed effective. 

I hope that you would join us in encouraging him not to do that. 

Secretary Alexander. I would be glad to do that. 

In fact, I did that that same day and, in fact, I later wrote Mr. 
Ford a letter. 

There was never any discussion of this being a political event. 

This was not a speech to kids. It was not a speech about policy. It 
was a speech about them and their responsibilities. 

I almost wish now we had shown the film so you could see it 
here. ^ 

It was a terrific thing, and I can assure you that i^ wasn t done 
for a political purpose and there is nothing that we have iliat will 
be sent to the Department of Education, for any campaign. 

The only campaign committee that has it now is the Democratic 
National Committee, because the Congressman said he sent it to 
them. 

Mr. Andrews. Would you join in a letter to the White House offi- 
cial to commit that in writing? 
Secretary Alexander. No, I won't do that. 

I mean, what I will do is that I will assure you that if anybody 
tries to use that in a campaign film, that I will encourage them not 
to do that, but that would be like you joining in a letter asking ev- 
erybody in the country never to use one of your televised spots 
from the House Floor, the House production studio, in any form. 

That becomes a matter of the public domain, and the Democratic 
National Committee can use it, some independent action committee 
can use it, anybody can use it. 
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We would hope schools all over America would use it. We would 
like for you and members of the committee to send to the schools 
in your district copies of the President's speech, but I hardly know 
how to respond to this. 

I mean, here we are, this hearing has already cost more than 
$26,000 this morning. 

It has gone on longer than the President's speech to the school 
children and it has attracted more network coverage than that 
speech did. 

I hardly know how to respond to this. I thought what I was sup- 
posed to be doing was to get the President of the United States to 
talk about the value of education and the law specifically says and 
the GAO's letter says the same thing, it was perfectly appropriate 
for us to transfer money from one Department to another in sup- 
port of our mission. 

We transfer money from Department to Members of Congress m 
support of our mission. 

So what I really wish, you all have some terrifically important 
legislation before you this morning that will really help American 
children. 

You are working on it in a bipartisan way, and I guess I should 
be quiet. Maybe you would get on to a little more rapidly. 

Mr. Andrews. Mr. Secretary, thank you and I mean to cast no 
doubts upon our confidence in your ability to do the right thing. 

k;. Ballenger. Mr. Chairman, can I have one quick shot? 

Mr. Secretary, I will mention again that you approached several 
Members and asked us to entice some of the school systems back 
home to become America 2000 communities. 

I have five communities of very dedicated people wanting to up- 
grade their system wanting to compete with each other and create 
a new generation of American schools. 

As a businessman, I know when you are trying to sell a product, 
in this case education, you use the best salesman you have. The 
best salesman we have is the President of the United States. 

I think it was great that you came up with the program, and it 
there is any real difficulty about the $26,000, I will be glad to write 
you a check, if you will hold it for a couple of days, until I can 
cover it. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Ford. We have a vote. 

It must be important because it is offered by Mr. Dannemeyer. 

I can get over there and vote against it quick, but the Secretary 
has accommodated us by coming early, staying late, has to be some- 
place at 11:30. 

That was understood from the beginning. 

I would apologize to the Members who haven't had an opportuni- 
ty to ask their questions in person and simply suggest, I know the 
Secretary would be perfectly willing to respond to you if you ad- 
dress any questions that are left in your mind to him through the 
Chair. 

We will send them over to him and we will get an answer tor 
you and it will be printed in the record contemporaneous v/ith 
these proceedings. 
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If you have opening statements that would be in, I would ask 
unanimous consent that all members have permission to insert a 
statement in the record that will appear contemporaneous with 
these proceedings. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. John A. Boehner follows:] 

Statement of Hon. John A. Boehner, a Representative in Congress from the 

State of Ohio 

Mr. Chairman, I must commend you for calli^ ' ^his hearing and giving Secretary 
Alexander an opportunity to tell this committee about the success of the recent 
classroom visit by President Bush. I also must commend Secretary Alexander and 
his assistants for using ingenuity and independent judgment to attempt something 
new and innovative. 

In evaluating anc? analyzing this different approach to education, I believe Secre- 
tary Alexandei ar . Mr. Keains may have come across something that works — 
having the President directly address the children of this Nation. It is after all. 
President Bush that is one of the most recognized individuals to children. In fact, 
when we consider that the others who are readily recognized by our children are 
people such as Axl Rose of the rock group Guns and Roses, and cartoon characters 
such as Bart Simpson and the Teenage Mutant Ninja Turtles, we should be thank- 
ful that the President is willing to go on TV for the sole purpose of teaching our 
young. For our children are very impressionable* and an individual such as Presi- 
dent Bush can impress upon our young that hard work, self-reliance and getting a 
quality education do pay off. 

I knew that I could not come to this hearing well-informed without speaking with 
some people back home. I spoke with principals and teachers who watched the pro- 
gram with their students, and received an enthusiastic response. In fact, several 
principals told me about their students who watched this program and their re- 
sponse was as equally enthusiastic. 

Mr. Chairman, after reviewing the program, and the correspondence from my dis- 
trict, I must say that this television program was innovative, a proper use of Depart- 
ment funds and should be considered again in the future. 

Chairman Ford. With that, Mr. Secretary, I want to thank you 
for your cooperation. I reiterate on the record that I couldn't be 
more in disagreement with your vision of propriety of this activity, 
but I do not in any way at all say that in an accusatory tone nor 
suggest that you don't really believe what you are saying to us, I 
just happen to think, Mr. Secretary, you are wrong, and I think 
two people who got you into this are not here today. 

If they are not identified to me. 

I think it was the kind of people who were thinking and talking 
like Marlin Fitzwater who got this thing kicked off into the press 
and caused a fire storm. 

I agree with the gentlelady from New Jersey who perceived, at 
least her among the other people here, that the purpose of this 
hearing was a worthy purpose, to give you an opportunity to do ex- 
actly what you have done here, to indicate that you acted then in 
good faith and you intend to continue to act in what you believe to 
be the best interest of education. 

It should be made clear to everybody we have a disagreement 
about how to go about it, but we still agree that you are basically 
trying to do the right thing. 

With that, I will excuse the Secretary and ask the committee to 
come back after the vote at 11:30 to finish marking up H.R. 3820. 

[Whereupon, at 11:30 a.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
pursuant to other business.] 

[Additional material submitted for the record follows.] 
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COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND l^BOR 

U S HOUSE OF REPRF.SENTATIVES 



till Mviu<wi Mooii OMtCl imioWKi 
WASHINGTON. DC 308 IB 



November 14, 1991 



Honorable Lamar Alexander 
Secretary 

U.S. Department of Education 
Waf^hington, D.C. 20202 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

At the hearing the Education and Labor Committee 
conducted on the use of Department funds to produce « Y^deo 
of a speech given by President Bush, several Members did 
not have an opportunity to ask you questions. I have 
enclosed some questions for your response and would 
appreciate receiving your reply for the hearing record by 
November 27. 

With Hind i-egards, 




w/lliah D. 
Chairman 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 



omCK OF LEOISUTION AND CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS 



December 19, 1991 



Honorable William D. Ford 
Chairman 

Committee on Education and Labor 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Thank you for your letter to Secretary Alexander requesting that 
he respond to questions regarding the School Recognition Program. 
The Secretary has provided answers to these questions. I 
understand they will be included as part of the hearing record 
for the October 17 hearing on the Department's use of funds to 
help produce a video of the President *s speech to the nation's 
schoolchildren from Alice Deal Junior High School. 

Please let me know if I can be of any further assistance on this 
issue. 




B. Robert Okun 
Assistant Secretary 
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RESPONSE TO WILLIAM D. FORD'S NOVEMBER 14, 1991, LETTER 
REGARDING THE SCHOOL RECOGNITION PROGRAM 

Relevant Background I p fnrmation on PrograW QP^CatiOPa ' 

o No grants are awarded under the Blue Ribbon Schools 
Program; the value of the program to schools is not 
only that they get public recognition for their 
achievements but that the collaborative self-analysis 
required to complete the program's nomination form 
helps schools understand their strengths and areas in 
need of improvement and builds an esprit de corps that 
leads to a commitment to continue to strive for 
educational excellence. 

o A number of factors influence how well schools from a 
given State fare in the Blue Ribbon Schools Program in 
any year. 

The program relies ''n persons in each State 
education agency designated by the Chief State 
School Officer to disseminate information about 
the program to public schools, to assist 
interested schools in completing the application 
process, and to conduct a review of nominations to 
send up-to-the-established quota for that State to 
the U.S. Department of Education. The amount of 
effort State staff give to these activities can 
have considerable influence on the success rate of 
schools in a given cycle. 

Public school quotas are established for each 
State based on the population in the State. More 
specifically, these quotas currently represent 7b% 
of the size of the entire State Congressional 
delegation, with a floor of three for smaller 
States. (An overall quota for private schools is 
established for the Council for American Private 
Education (CAPE) , which performs lunctions similar 
to those of State liaisons.) If States perform 
effectively, they generate many nominations from 
which to choose the very best to send to 
Washington, D.C. If they provide limited 
information and assistance, fewer schools 
participate, resulting in a State's submitting 
weaker applications or not meet^'^': ^-^'^ ^.-x.o 
quota . 
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o It has been the goal of the program from the beginning 
to identify a group of exemplary schools that represent 
the diversity of American education. Schools are 
judged not against some absolute model but on how well 
they are serving their own student populations witn the 
resources available. 

o Once public and private schools are nominated to the 
Department of Education, a national panel reviews the 
nominations, The panel consists of some 100 
outstanding public and private school educators, 
college and university staffs, state and local 
government officials, school board members, parents, 
the? education press, medical professionals, business 
representatives, and the general public. Based on the 
quality of the application, the most promising schools 
are recommended for site visits, The purpose of a 
visit is to verify the accuracy of information the 
school has provided in its nomination form and to 
gather any additional information requested by the 
panel. Experienced educators, including principals of 
recognized schools, visit and observe the schools for 
two days and submit written site reports for each 
visit. The panel considers the reports and makes 
recommendations to the U,S. Secretary of Education, who 
then announces the names of the schools selected for 
recognition. No Department of Education employees are 
directly involved in the review process. 

o In the first three years of the program, the majority 
of recognized schools were located in wealthy, suburban 
districts. Consequently, we urged states and CAPE to 
encourage and provide help to rural and urban districts 
so as to increase the numbf?r of such schools 
participating. We have invited State representatives 
who have been successful in nominating a more diverse 
group of schools ^o share their strategies at the 
annual State liai^.ons briefing; we have provided them 
with copies of "winning" urban and rural school 
nominations as models; and we have encouraged States to 
hold technical assistance meetings for potential 
applicants in accessii^le locations. We have also made 
it a point to include a number of individuals 
experienced in rural, urban, and even suburban stjhools 
undergoing significant democ,raphic changes uS national 
review panelists and site visitors. Not only will they 
know outstanding school ; in these settings, but they 
will be able to provide useful comments for our 
feedback to schools who might not be successful in 
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their first attempt at recognition but may choose to 
make changes and apply in future years. We also 
collaborated with the Southern Regional Council to 
produce a videotape on six recognized middle and high 
schools that are effectively educating "at-risk" 
students. 

o The Blue Ribbon Schools Program recognizes iiigtitution- 
wide excellence rather than particular school programs. 
For a school to be designated a Blue Ribbon School, it 
must demonstrate that it is effectively meeting the 
needs of all of its students. Schools are asked in the 
program's nomination form to answer such questions as: 
vf^"^ instruc tional program adapte^l to the needs 
sn<?< pial populatinns. such as special education, 
rhani-^r 1, limited-English proficient, and students in 
r^d of reTnediation ? and W^at special opportunities 
y9^ ^ provide for a^ y^n^ftf^ gtudy or enrichment for 
^n^lS\i a;iY talent<»d or mo tW«^^<^ students? 

o Every effort has been made to avoid any politicization 
of the selection process. Two levels of review take 
place to ensure that a diversity of viewpoints and 
geographic representation are included on the 100- 
member Review Panel and among the 230 site visitors. 
Schools are judged on their merits, and the 
recommendations of the Review Panel on the schools to 
be recognised are final. It is program policy that 
there be no appeals process once decisions are made. 

An swers to Specific Questions : 

(1) In terms of actual awards made, when proportion of national 
student enrollment ir, taken into account, are school districts in 
urban and rural areas as likely as suburban school districts to 
receive Blue Ribbon Schools awards? 

According to the latest U. S Department of Education figures 
(1987-88), the student enrollment (public only) in urban, rural, 
and suburban districts is as follows! 

Urban - 43% 
Rural - 391 
Suburban - 18% 
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The % of Blue Ribbon Schools located in urban, rural « and 
suburbati schools districts from 1986-87 to the present based on 
data provided in the School Characteristics section the school 
nomination form is as follows: 



Cycle 








1986-87 


30% 


31% 


39% 


1987-88 


25% 


30% 


45% 


1988-89 


28% 


32% 


40% 


1989-90 


35% 


26% 


39% 


1990-91 


36% 


23% 


41% 



(2) What percentage of schools receiving awards in each cycle had 
50% or more of their students from low income families? What 
percentage of enrollment in award winning schools was of students 
from wealthy families? 



The % of recognized schools with 50% or more students from low- 
income families in each year of the program is as follows; 



1982-83 


(S)* 


4% 


1983-84 


(S) 


6% 


1984-85 


(S) 


5% 


1985-86 




12% 


1986-87 


(S) 


2% 


1987-88 


(E) 


11% 


1988-89 


(S) 


4% 


1989-90 


(E) 


8% 


1990-91 


(S) 


3% 



* - § stands for Secondary School Program, 
** - K stands for Elementary School Program, 
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The information provided in response to (2) above is derived from 
school responses to the following question in the nomination 
forms J students who aual ilfy t<?r free/reduced price lunch : 

I Total Number. Since schools were not asked 

to provide any further information about family incomes of 
students, we cannot answer the second part of the question. 

(3) What percentage of the schools receiving awards in each cycle 
had more than half of their enrollments made up of Black or 
Hispanic students? What percentage had 75% or more? 

The following information is derived from data provided in the 
School Characteristics section of each nomination form: 

Cycle I of Recognized Schools % of Recognized Schools 
with 50% or More Black with 75% or More Black 
or Hispanic Students or Hispanj c Students 



1982-83* 


8% 


3% 


1983-84* 


9% 


4% 


1984-85* 


4% 


1% 


1985-86* 


16% 


7% 


1986-87 


5% 


3% 


1987-88 


7% 


3% 


1988-89 


7% 


2% 


1989-90 


7% 


3% 


1990-91 


7% 


4% 



* Analyses include only public schools. Analyses from 1986-87 to 
the present include both public and private schools 
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(4) What proportion of the award winning schools arc rural 
schools? 

The following information is derived from data provided in the 
School Characteristics section of each nomination form: 

Cycle % of Recognized School j3 
from Rural Areas 



1982-83 


19% 


1983-84 


15% 


1984-85 


12% 


1985-86 


11% 


1986-87 


31% 


1D87-8B 


30% 


1988-89 


32% 


19':;9-90 


26% 


1990-91 


23% 



(5) ilow frequently have schools been recognized for strong 
special education programs? 

As mentioned in the background information, the Blue Ribbon 
schools Program recognizes total schools rather than specific 
programs. All schools have to provide information about their 
special education programs in response to a question about 
program adaptation for special needs students. Reviewers might 
commend a school specifically for its special education program, 
but are not rcquir^^d to do so. The weight given to the quality 
of special education in determining whether a school should be 
nationally recognized is related to the * nber of students in the 
school requiring special education services. One category of 
private schools participating in the Blue Ribbon Schools Program 
is Special Education/Alternative Schools. Seven such schools have 
been recognized since the beginning of the program. 
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(6) How rrequently have schools with high proportions of istudents 
who don't speak English as a first language been recognized for 
strong bilingual education programs? 

The answer to this question is basically the t-ame as that to (5), 
except that there are no special private schools designated for 
limited-English-proficient students. 

(7) How many of the nward winning schools were visited by the 
then Secretary of Education? by other representatives ol the 
Department? by the President? Please provide information tor each 
visit by month and year. 

The Department has kept no systematic records on what award- 
winning schools were visited by Department staff or the 
President. Many of the visits that were made by Department staff 
at ail levels resulted from specific requests from schools tor a 
Department representative to participate in a local ceremony. 



(8) How many 
in the number 
years? 


total awards were 
of awards more or 


made each year? Are increases 
less frequent in even numbered 


gycle 

1982- 83 

1983- 84 


ft 


of 


Schools Recoqni.2.Gd 






152* 
264 


*Private schools did not 
participate. 


1984-85 






281 




1985-86 






272 




1986- 87** 

1987- 88** 






271 
287 


**Maximum nominations set 
at 689. 


1988-89** 






218 




1989- 90*** 

1990- 91*** 






221 
222 


***MaximuiP nominations reduced 
to 525 to improve reliability 
of review process. 



Variations in numbers of recognized schools appear to be 
primarily related to the size of the pool of nominated schools. 
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(9) Please provide information on student/teacher ratios and 
actual per pupil expenditures in Blue Ribbon Schools and figures 
adjusted for local co3t of living. 

Because of the different Ways in which the number of teachers is 
determined from one school district to another, the Department 
has never analyzed and compiled student/teacher ratios. 
Similarly, information about per-pupil ^expenditures has not been 
solicited from schools since there is no uniform Way for 
comparing these expenditures, e.g., sometiices capital outlays are 
included and sometimes not. 

10. At my urging, the literacy bill signed into IdW earlier this 
Congress includes prison education programs as participants in 
the Blue Ribbon Schools Program. What steps have been taken to 
date to implement this provision? what steps are envisioned to 
make this work for effective reform in inmate education? 



Since no funds have been provided for the 1991-92 Blue Ribbon 
Schools Program, no steps have been taken to include prison 
education programs. 
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